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The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. 
It is the practice every duy for the committee to 
rise and to go into the House in order to close 
debate. Itis true that a bill cannot be reported 
while amendments are pending. 


Mr. SLOAN. I think I have a right to offer 


my amendment under the understanding of the 
House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s amendment 


is not germane even if he had the right to submitit. | 


The question recurred on Mr. Stevens’s mo- 
tion. 
Mr, HOLMAN demanded tellers. 


Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. RanDALL, | 
of Penn§ylvania, and Spacpine, were appointed, | 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 


ayes 89, noes 6. 

So the debate was closed. 

‘The question then recurred on Mr. Hotman’s 
amendment. 

Mr. SPALDING demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Hotman and 
Stevens were appointed. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 


ayes twenty-five; more than one fifth of those 
present; s0 the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 37, nays 76, not voting 69; as 
follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Angustus C. Bald- 


win, John D, Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Broomall, |} 





Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Farnsworth, Gooch, Grinnell, | 
Harding. Higby, Holman, Asahel W. Hubbard, Ingersoll, | 


Julian, Kasson, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlange Kellogg, 
Kernan, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Norton, Perham, Price, 
Jolin H. Rice, Edward Ul. Rollins, Sloan, Spalding, Up- 
son, Eliliu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, and 
Wilson—37. 

NAYS — Messrs. William J. Allen, Ancona, Ashley, 
Baily, Boyd, Chanler, Cole, Cox, Cravens, Henry Winter 
Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dawson, Denison, Dixon, Don- 
nelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eden, Edgerton, Etdridge, Eliot, 
Finck, Ganson, Garfield, Grider, Herrick, Hotelikiss, Jobn 
H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Kalbfleisch, Kelley, Knox, Law, 
Lazear, Littlejohn, Loan, Long, Longyear, Matiory, Mar- 
vin, McAllister, McBride, Moorhead, James R. Morris, 
Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Odell, Charles 
O'Neil), John O'Neill, Pendleton, Radford, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, William LH. Randall, Rogers, James 5. Rollins, Ross, 
Shannon, Smithers, Starr,Join B. Steele, Stevens, Stiles, 
Stuart, Thayer, ‘lownsend, Wadsworth, Webster.Whaley, 
Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Williams, 
Windom, Winfield, and Woodbridge—76. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. James CU, Allen, Anderson, Ar- 
noid, Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boutwell, Brandegee, Brooks, 
James S. Brown, William G. Brown, Freeman Clarke, 


Clay, Coffroth, Creswell, Dawes, Deming, Dumont, Eng- | 


lish, Frank, Griswold, Hale, Hall, Harrington, Benjamin G. 
Harris, Charles M. Harris, Hooper, Uulburd, Hutchins, 
Philip Johuson, William Johnson, King, Knapp, Le Blond, 
Marey, McClurg, McDowell, McIndoe, MeKinney, Mid- 


dleton, Samuel F. Miller, William H. Miller, Morrison, | 


Noble, Orth, Patterson, Perry, Pike, Pomeroy, Pruyn, 

Alexander Il. Rice, Robinson, Schenck, Scofield, Scot, 

Emith, William G. Steele, Strouse, Sweat, Thomas, Tracy, 

Van Valkenburgh, Voorhees, Ward, Wilder, Benjamin 

Wood, Fernando Wood, Worthington, and Yeaman—69, 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved | 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


INSPECTORS OF STEAMBOATS—AGAIN. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 


rivileged motion. I move to reconsider the vote 
»y which the House laid on the table House bill 
No. 667, to provide for two assistant inspectors 
of steamboats in the city of New York, and for 
two local inspectors at Galena, Illinois, which 
was reported from the Committee on Commerce 


by the gentleman from. Illinois, [Mr. Wasf- | 


BURNE.] The motion was made by me wnder a 
misapprehension of the character of the bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 
« Mr. MALLORY moved that the bill be recom- 
mitted io the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
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which the bill was recommitted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. | 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


WAGON ROADS IN MICHIGAN. 


Mr. DRIGGS, ‘by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution to amend an act granting | 
aid to the State of Michigan to construct wagon 
roads for military and postal purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


GRANTS OF LAND FOR RAILROAD PURPOSES. 


Mr. DRIGGS also, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to extend the time for the com- 
pletion of certain railroads to which land grants || 
have been made in the States of Michigan and | 
Wisconsin; which was read a first and second | 


time, and referred to the Committee on Public | 

Lards. 
Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote by | 

which the bill was referred; and also moved that | 

the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BURNING OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


Mr. RICE, of Maine, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and | 


| agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committce on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be directed to inquire into the origin of the fire 
by which the Smithsonian Institute building and the val- 
uable deposits therein were ou Tuesday last, in whole or 
in part, destroyed, the approximate loss to the Government 
and private persons, the means necessary to preserve the 
reinaining portions, and such other facts in connection 


|| therewith as may be of public interest ; and to report by bill 


or otherwise. | 
CLAIMS FOR QUARTERMASTER’S STORES. | 
Mr. HOTCHKISS, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to restrict the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims to provide for the payment of || 
certain demands for quartermaster’s stores and 
subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the 
United States, approved July 4, 1864; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York, by unanimous | 
consent, introduced a bill to amend an act enti- | 
tled *‘An act to incorporate the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company of the District of Columbia;’’ 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

TAX ON STATE BANK CIRCULATION, 


Mr. SPALDING, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a joint resolution to tax State bank cir- 
culation; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Ways and | 
Means. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. SWEAT asked unanimous consent to in- | 
troduce a bill to authorize the extension of the | 
Northern Pacific railroad eastward to Ontonagon, 
State of Michigan, to provide for its connection 
eastward with the Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, and 
Canadian system of railroads at Port Huron, De- 
troit, Toledo, Fort Wayne, and Dayton. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE objected. 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 


Mr. LOAN, by unanimous consent, presented 
resolutions of the constitutional convention of the 
State of Missouri, instructing the Senators and 
Representatives of that State to vote for the con- 
stitutional amendment for the abolition of slavery; || 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


NAVAL REGISTER. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on | 


Printing, introduced the following resolution; || 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the mem- 


bers of this House twenty-five hundred copies of the Navy 
Register. 


| New 
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which the resolution was passed be reconsidered; 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PAY DEPARTMENT OF TILE NAVY. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table a 
Senate bill for reference only. 

No objection being made, the bill of the Senate 
(No. 382) to provide for the better organization of 
the pay department of the Navy, was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ENROLLED BILL. 
Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 


|| Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
| and found truly enrolled an act (EH, R. No. 677) 


to amend an actentitled ** An act to provide ways 
and means for the support of the Government, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved June 30, 1864; 
when the Speaker signed the same, 

Mr. STEVENS. I now insist that we proceed 
to the regular order of business; and therefore | 
move that the House adjeurn. [Laughter.] 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House (at four o’clock and ten minutes, p. m.) 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, January 27, 1865. 


— by Rev. V. M. Hunupert, of Yonkers, 

fork. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


| ate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
|| answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 23d 
| instant calling fora statement showing the amount 
| of collections in each internal revenue collection 
| district, and the amount of moneys deposited in 


authorized depositories, as paid to the Commis- 


|| sioner of Internal Revenue by the collector of each 


district, stating that the information called for is 
contained in the tabular statements accompany- 
ing the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, which will be laid before Con- 
gress during the present week in printed form, 
The communication was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


CREDENTIALS PRESENTED, 


Mr. SUMNER presented the credentials of 
Hon. Henry Wixson, chosen by the Legislature 
of the State of Massachusetts a Senator from that 
State for the term of six years,commencing March 
4, 1865; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Hol- 


| lenbeck & Zeigler, of Savannah, Georgia, pray- 


ing payment for property taken by the military 
force under the aaaannelilt Major General Sher- 
man; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Ohio, clerks in the War, Treasury, and 
Interior Departments, praying for an increase of 
salary; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Massachusetts, clerks in the Interior, War, 
Treasury, and Navy Departments, praying for 
an increase of salary; which was referred to the 


| Committee on Finance. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE presented the petition of 
medical officers in the several regiments compris- 
ing the third division fifth Army corps, praying 
for an increase of the pay of surgeons and assist- 
ant surgeons in the military service of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. HOWARD presentod the memorial of 
Ernst Maurice Buerger, pastor of the German 
Evangelical Lutheran Church, Washington city, 


Mr. A. W. CLARK moved that the vote by |, District of Columbia, and member of the German 
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Evangelical Lutheran Synod of Missouri, Ohio, 
and other States, praying that ministers of the 
gospel may beexempt from military duty; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and the Militia. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


THE CONGRESS 





Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtaine d, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
413) to establish a certain post road: which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr, POMEROY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave tointroduce a joint resolution 
(S. R. No. 104) for the return of Arkansas to the 
Union; which was read twi 
on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. HOWARD asked, and by unanimous con- 
rent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
414) to anthorize the construction of the North- 
ern Pacific ratlroad eastward to Ontonagon in the 
State of Michigen, ind provide for its connection 
eastward with the Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, and 
Canadian systems of railroads at Port Huron, De- 
trou, Toledo, Fort W iyne, at d D iyton; W hich 


e, and ordered to lie | 


was rend twice by its title, referred to the Com- | 


mitte on Public Lands,and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous con- 
rent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
415) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to restrict 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to 
provide for the payment of certain demands for 
quartermaster’s stores and subsistence supplies 
furnished to the Army of the United States,’’ ap- 

roved July 4, 1864; which was read twice by 
ite title, and referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Freder- 
ick Bauer on behalf of the German Evangelical 
Church of Martinsburg, Virginia, paying com- 
pensation for the burning of their house of wor- 
ship while being used by Union soldiers, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved that it be postponed 
indefinitely; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of George P. Ihrie, late 
colonel and additional aid-de-camp on the staff of 
General Grant, praying compensation for the loss 
of personal baggage and property captured and 
burned by rebel cavalry on or about the 11th of 
January, 1863, reported adversely thereon, there 


being no case stated, and no proof furnished, and | 


moved that its consideration be indefinitely post- 
poned; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Frederick Miller, 
praying indemnificyion for damages sustained 
by him in being ejected from his residence and 


place of business by a surgeon in the United | 


Slates service, reported adversely, there being no 
sufficient proof of the justness of the claim, and 


moved its indefinite postponement; which was | 


agreed to, 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was referred the petition of James M. Confer, | 


late surgeon of the twenty-ninth regiment Indi- 
ana volunteers, praying compensation for prop- 
erty lost while in the service of the United States, 
reported adversely thereon, there being no suffi- 
cient proofof the justness of the claim, and moved 
that it be postponed indefinit ly; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memerisl of 
Peter Hays, G. PF. Raudall, and Peter Mouser- 
vone, praying to be reimbursed for loss of cloth- 
ing and other personal effects occasioned by the 
sinking of the United States steamer Sumter on 
the nightof the 24th of June, 1863, reported ad- 


| main sewertoone i 





to whom was referred the petition of Charles De 
Arnaud, praying additional compensation for ser- 
vices rendered the Government in obtaining val- 
uable information concerning the movements of 
rebels, at the request of General Rousseau and 


other general officers of the Army, reported ad- | 


versely thereon, and moved that it be postponed 
indefinitely; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Henry 
Charles De Ahna, praying for the return of 32,000 
deposited by him with Jay Cooke & Co., to the 
credit of C. V. Hogan, an employé in the secret 
service of the Treasury Department, and a joint 
resolution (S. R. No. 71) authorizing the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury to dispose of certain moneys | 
therein mentioned, which relate to the same mat- | 


ter, reported adversely, and moved that they be 
indefinitely postponed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 390) relating to the postal 
laws, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COWAN, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 387) amendatory of an act entitled 
‘An act to promote the progress of the useful 
arts,’’ approved March 3, 1863, reported it with- 
out amendment. 


LOCAL IMPROVEMENTS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. MORRILL. The Committee on the Dis- 


JONAL GLOBE. 








January 27, 





Mr. CLARK. I do not desire to have the bill 
referred. J think the Committee on Finance un- 
derstand what itis. It can be laid on the table, 
and we will examine it and see if it is like the 
other, and then be prepared to act upon it with- 
out a reference to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That disposition 
will be made of it, if there be no objection. 

MEXICAN AFFAIRS. 
Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 


Resolved, That five hundred additional copies of the 
correspondence on Mexican affairs, heretofore ordered, be 
printed for the use of the Senate, 


COUNTING OF PRESIDENTIAL VOTES. 
Mr. TRUMBULL submitted the following res- 








| olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
| sent, and agreed to: . 


Resolved, That a committee consisting of three members 
be appointed by the President of the Senate, to join such 
committee as may be appointed by the House of Repre 
sentatives, to ascertain and reporta mode of examining the 
votes for President and Vice President of the United States, 


|| and of notifying the persons chosen of their election. 


trict of Columbia, to whom was recommitted the | 
bill (S. No. 8376) toamend an actentitled ** Anact | 


to amend an act to incorporate the inhabitants of 
the city of Weshington, passed May 15, 1820,”’ 
approved May 5, 1864, have instructed me to 
report it back with an amendment, and to ask for 
its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


The amendment was to strike out all after the | 


enacting clause 
out to insert the following: 

That the act approved May 5, 1864, entitled **An act to 
amend an act to incorporate the inhabitants of the city of 
Washington, passed May 15, 1820,°? be amended sv as to 
read as ioliows: * That the said corporation shall have 
full power and authority to lay taxes on particular wards, 
parts, or sections of the city, for their particular local 
improvements, and to cause the curb-stones to be set, the 
foot and carriage ways, or so much thereof as they may 
deem best, to be ¢ 


cessary sewerage 2 


,and in lieu of the words stricken | 


ided and paved; to introduce the ne- | 
d drainage facilities under and upon | 


the whole or any portion of any avenue, street, or alley; to | 


cause the same to be suitably paved and repaired, and at 
all times properly cleaned and watered; to cause lamps to 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. 
TroemButi, Conness, and Wricurt, as the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. 

CONDUCT OF GENERAL J. C. DAVIS TO NEGROES, 


Mr. WILSON. | offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the committee on the conduct of the war 
be instructed to inquire into and report upon the aetion 


| of Brevet Major General Jefferson C, Davis in preventing 


be erected therein, and to light the same ; and to pay the cest |} 


thereot, the corporation of Washington is hereby authorized || 


to lay and collect a tax upon all property bordering upon 
each street or alley that may be paved, sewered, lighted, 
cleaned, or watered by said corporation in accordance with 
the provisions of this act. And also to lay, or cause to be 
laid, simultaneously with the grading or paving of any ave- 
nue, street, oralley in which a main water-pipe or main gas- 
pipe, or main sewer may have been laid,water or gas service 
pipes or lateral house drains, from such water or gas main or 
ot Within the curb line in front of every 
lot or subdivisiona! part of a lot which may bound on such 
avenue, street, oraidey, and to which agas or water service 
pipe or house drain may not have been already laid; and to 
pay the cost thereof, shall have full power and authority 
to lay and collect a special tax on every such lot or subdi- 
visional part of a lot”? 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in, The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
. Cuisron Luioyp, Chief Clerk, announced 


1 


a nuinber of negroes, who had joined the Army on the 
march through Georgia, from crossing a creek known as 
* Ebenezer creek,’ near Savannah, by burning the bridge 
after the troops had erossed, on the night of the 8th of De- 
cember last, many of these negroes having been killed by 
the rebel cavalry or drowned in attempting to cross the 
creek on rafts. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any ob- 
jection to the present consideration of the reso- 
lution? 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. 
over. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not desire to have the 
resolution considered this morning. I simply 
wish to send to the Chair a paper which } should 
like to have read, and then let the whole matter 
lie for investigation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper will be 
read, if there be no objection. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 should like to know what 
the character of the paper is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot 
tell without its being read. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let the whole thing lie over. 
If itis a paper attacking General Davis, and the 
officers and men under his command, it is not 
proper that it should be read in this connection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 


made, the paper cannot be read, and the resolu- 


I object; let it lie 


tion will lie over. 


that the Speaker of the House had signed the | 


|| tions for the service of the Post Office Department 


versely thereon, and moved its indefinite post. | 


ponenient; which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the memorial of James N. Carpenter, 
paymaster United States Navy, praying compen- 


sation for horses and cattle pressed by the Uni- | 


ted States Army, and for property destroyed by 


the battles of Spottsylvania Court-House and the | 


Wikiernegs, and for the confiscation of certain 
bank stock by the rebel government, reported ad- 
versely thereon, and moved iis indefinite post- 
ponement; which was agreed to, 

Mr, HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 


\ 


during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1866; which thereupon received the signature of 
the Vice President. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed a bill (H. R. No. 
709) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1865, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to have that bill 
taken up now and read twice. 

Thfre being no objection, the bill was read 
twice by its title, 


enrolled bill (H. R. No. 659) making appropria- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


PASSENGERS ON STEAMSIIIPS. 
Mr. CONNESS. I offer the following reso- 


lution, and desire its present consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the 'freasury be directed 


| to instruct the collectors of customs to enforce the act en- 


titled “An act to regulate the carriage of passengers in 


| steamships aud other vessels,” approved March 3, 1855, 
| and the act entitled ‘An actfurther to regulate the carriage 





of passengers in steam and other vessels,”? approved July 


| 4, 1864, and all other existing acts of Congress relating to 


the carriage of passengers by steamships and other vessels. 
Mr. CONNESS. I hold in my hand « paper 
addressed to the Senators and members of the 


| House of Representatives in Congress from Cal- 


iforniaand Oregon, signed by a very large number 
of the passengers on the late trip of the steamer 
Costa Rica from Aspinwall to New York, which 
I ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper will be 
read, if there be no objection, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


On Boarp THe SteaMer Costa Rica, 
At Sea, January 3, 1865. 
To the Senators and Members of the House of Representa- 
tives in Congress from Califprnia and Oregon: 

We whose names are hereunto subscribed respectfully 
call your attention to the following statement: 

We left San Francisco on the 13th of December last in 
the steamer Golden City. 

We paid for tickets to New York in gold coin the sums 
charged for our passage. At Aspinwall we came on board 
this steamer,and have not been able, so great was the crowd, 
to obtain places to sleep. Some of us having no blankets 
have purchased them here. We have been compelled to 
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aleep on deck, and been exposed to the severity of the 1} 


weather, and to much suffering, at the risk of damaging 
health, and losing life. Few of us have the means or time 
to litigate for damages against rich men or rich corpora- 
tions. We appeal to you and ask, if you cannot redress 
our grievances, that at least you will try to prevent the 
repetition of like outrage and cruelty to thousands of your 
constituents going by sea to California and Oregon. Not 
only sick men, but sick women and children, have been 
subjected to much suffering. We have other causes of 
complaint—such as have often been brouglit to public no- 
tice—but cannot dwell on them now. 

We earnestly hope, by your efforts, to be able hereafter 
to boast that we have a Government whose laws are re- 
spected and obeyed by the most poweriul and wealthiest 
men, while protection is afforded to the weakest and hum- 
blest American citizen. 


Mr. CONNESS. 
the Senate but a moment in reference to this sub- 
ject. It will be observed that the petition of the se 
passengers, detailing their sufferings by the trip 
referred to of the steamer Costa Rica, makes no 
charg@ of bad treatment or incapacity on the part 


Mr. President, I shall detain | 


of the ship upon which they traveled on the Pa- | 
cific side; and I desire in what I shall say, which | 


shall be very brief, to entirely exculpate and ex- 
onerate the Pacific Mail Steamship Company from 
any blame growing out of the management of their 
line and the carriage of passengers. 
trary, I think they are entitled to commendation, 
which | am disposed to bear testimony to here. 


On thecon- | 


They furnish, in return for large prices charged | 
for passage, the best mode of communication per- || 


haps that is furnished out of any port of the United 


large and commodious; they are built with all the 
modern conveniences, and with regard not only 


to comfort, but, to the extent that it can be se- | 


cured, with regard tothe perfect safety of the per- 
sons whom they take in charge. 


The contrary, however, is the fact in regard to | 


the ships composing what is known as the At- || 


lantic Steamship Company, or, in other words, | 


the company knownasthe Vanderbilt Company. 
Jt may be said with perfect truthfulness that there 
is not a ship going out of the port of New York 
and sailing for Aspinwall and back, of all the 
ships employed by that line, that is fit to geta 
clearance and go to sea. For perhaps more than 
two years past such steamships as the Ariel 
and the Champion, notoriously unfit and un- 
seaworthy, have beenemployed by the company 
of which L have last spoken to transport passen- 
gers between these two ports, causing in the 
transit by sea the extremest sufferings as well as 
the greatest danger to the passengers intrusted to 
theircharge. In many instances the voyages have 


been prolonged, and in every instance where pas- | 
sengers have offered in excess of the number al- | 


lowed by law to go on board those ships and be 
carried by them, they have accepted them with- 
out any reference to whether they could accom- 
modate them or not. I have myself made pas- 


sages on their ships when the scene that was laid | 


before my attention constantly was perfectly hor- 


rible to contemplate. Insufficient ig regard to the || 


quality of the ship, insufficient in regard to the 
amount of room proportioned to the number of 
passengers, insufiicient in regard to the food fur- 
nished and its quality, insufficient in all respects, 
and scandalous to the American people that ves- 


sels in such a condition should be permitted to go || 


out of sucha portas the great commercial metrop- 
olis of America. 
without cure or without remedy being applied. 

It will be remembered that at the last session of 
Congress an act was passed which we now simply 
ask for theenforcementof. In conversation yester- 
day with the honorable Secretary of the ‘Treas- 
ury on this subject, he said very promptly, ‘* In- 





Jut these things have gone on | 


troduce a resolution directing attention to the sub- | 


ject, and I will enforce the law.” 


Our people || from Kentucky to make his remarks. 


will thank that officer for the readiness with which | 


he is prepared to enter upon this important duty. 
There is no more crying abuse than that which 


exists at the present time upon this subject. The | 


Oregon Senators, every citizen of the United | 


States who travels by these lines, can bear testi- 
mony to the exact truthfulness of the»statement 
made by these suffering passengers. 

Not wishing to detain the Senate longer, I ask 
for action on the resolution. 

Mr.NESMITH. [desire simply to concur in 
the statement by the Senator from California in re- 
lation to the treatment which passengers receive at 


the hands of those managing the company on this || 


1} 


relation to the treatment which passengers receive 
at the hands of the company on the other side. | 


Those who charge an exorbitant amount for pas- 
save should certainly treat passengers as men 
should be treated, and not as brutes. The trans- 
ition from the ships on the other side to those on 
this side is like that from a palace to a pig-pen; 


and [ understand that the responsibility rests upon 


a very wealthy gentleman of New York, Mr. 
Vanderbilt, who, by means of his great wealth, 
has been enabled to keep off all competition, while 
he has utterly refused to give the peoplesuch ac- 
commodations as they have paid for. Sir, the 
horrors of the passage on this side of the Isthmus— 
I have made it frequently and it has been so every 
occasion—have only been equaled by what we 
read of the terrible miseries suffered in the 


‘*middle passage’’ by the victims of the African 


slave trade. He has destroyed not only thecom- 
fortand the health but the lives of our people. He 
has grown rich by a monopoly which has caused 


the sacrifice of the lives of many of those who | 


have attempted to make the trip from the Pacific 


to the Atlantic and from the Atlantic to the Pacific. | 


I have understood that this company is not now in 
the hands of this man Vanderbilt; butat least he, 
or his son-in-law, Mr. Allen, at present has the 
control of it, and I believe that Mr. Allen is act- 
uated by the same principle which governed Van- 
derbilt, and that is to grasp all the money hecan, 


sacrifice the health, comfort, and lives of passen- 
States of America to passengers. Their shipsare || 


| out of it. 





| chusetts to withdraw his objection. 


side, and | also concur in what he has stated in || 





| again. 


gers, and render them no equivalent for what they 
pay. 


1 am very anxious to see the resolution adopted. 
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I do not know thatany beneficial result will grow | 


I fear not; but as the Senator from | 


California states that the Secretary of the Treas- | 
ury has manifested every disposition to cooper- 


ate with or to enforce any resolution the Senate 
may adopt, I hope that we may effectuate some- 
thing by the passage of this resolution. Let us 
try itat any rate, and test it. 
that, we shall have to resort to some other meas- 
ure to secure justice against a wealthy, unprinci- 


When we fail in | 


pled monopoly which cares nothing either for the | 


life, the comfort, or the health of those committed 
to its charge for transportation. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
BILL RECOMMITTED. 
On motion of Mr. HARLAN, the bill (H. R. 


No. 222) to extinguish the Indian title to lands in 


the Territory of Utah suitable for agricultural and | 


mineral purposes, was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


QUOTAS OF THE STATES. 


Mr. DAVIS. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War inform the Senate 
how many men inthe aggregate, both for the military and 
naval service, have been recruited in each State, and how 
many negroes forsuch services have been recruited in each 
State, and how many negroes have been recruited in the 
State of Kentucky, and how many in each county in said 
State, giving under each head aggregate numbers. 


Mr. SUMNER. 
over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will lie over under the rules. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
mark. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
not open to remark, objection being made to its 
consideration. 


Mr. DAVIS. 


I think that had better lie 


Allow me to make a single re- 


I want the Senator from Massa- 
I reckon he 
he is at liberty to do that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly heis;and 
when he does so it will be time for the Senator 


Mr.DAVIS. The Chair interposed and would 
not give me an opportunity to ask the Senator to 
withdraw his objection. | hope he will withdraw 
it for a moment, and let the resolution be read 
1 think he did not understand it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have no objection to its 
being read again, but I do not wish to lose the 
privilege of objecting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the resolution will be again read. 

Mr. SUMNER. For information. 

The Secretary read the resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire simply to say that 
the Committee on Military Affairs 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is 
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not open to any sort of discussion, the Senator's 
colleague having objected to its consideration. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Mvssa- 
chusetts withdraw his objection, or will he insist 
upon it? 

Mr. SUMNER. I would rather that the reso- 
lution lie over until to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 


made, the resolution mustlie over under the rules. 





MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the [louse of Representatives, 
by Mr. Lioyg, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (HI. R. No. 94) for the relief of 
Isaac R. Diller, and to the amendment of the 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. R. No. 99) 
reserving mineral lands from the operation of 
all acts passed at the present session granting 
lands or extending the time of former grants; aud 
had passed without amendment the bill (S. No. 
363) to amend the charter of the Washington 
Gas-Light Company. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bill and joint resolutions, 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was rv- 
quested: 

A bill (A. R. No. 714) supplemental to the act 
entitled ** An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims,’’ &e., passed July 4, 1864, 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 150) to refer the 
claim of Selmar Seibert back to the Court of 
Claims; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 151) to refer the 
claim of George Ashley, administrator de bois 
non of Samuel Holgate, deceased, back to thu 
Court of Claims; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 152) to refer the 
claim of Danford Mott back to the Court of 
Claims. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. CLARK. lIask the Senate now to take 
up the deficiency bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
bill (II. R. No. 709) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the services of the fiscal yeuat 
ending the 30th of June, 1865. 

Mr. CLARK. I will state that, as I unde: 
stand this bill, it is exactly like the deficiency 
bill which was before the Senate with the exer))- 
tion of the second section, which is substantialiy 
the same provision to which the Senate objected 
before, but in a little different form. J desive 
that that section of the bill be read to the Senaic 
It is a short section, 

The section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That $38,000 he, ane 
the same is hereby, appropriated, to be added to the « 
tingent fund of the House, to enable the House of 
sentatives to fulfill its pledges and obligations herctotor: 
made, and the same shall be audited and settled on such 
vouchers as shall be produced by the Clerk of the House. 


Mr. CLARK. 


, 


This is in substance the s 


tthe 


|} provision which the Senate twice struck out from 


The resolution | 


The resolution is || 


the bill, butin a little differentform. I move now 


| that the bill be amended by striking out that see- 


ond section; and on that question I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. lask the Senator from New 
Hampshire if the section which he proposes to 
strike out is identical with the one on which the 
Senate acted before ? 

Mr. CLARK. Itisin substance the same, but 
it is in different form. The House of Represent- 
atives now propose that we shall allow them to 


| add to their contingent fund such an aimount as 


will enable them to pay their employés. Instead 
ofa provision reporting itasa deficiency Lo pay 
their employés, they now ask to make 1! 
their contingent fund. It is only putting it in 
different form. ‘The thing is the same under a 
different dress. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then it is nota provision 
for a deficiency ? : 

Mr. CLARK. It is not a deficiency. 

The yeas and nays being taken, resulied—yeas 
33, nays 3; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Chandler, Clark- 
Conness, Dayis, Dixon, Doolittle, Farwell, Fuat, | Oster, 


up to 


Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Harris, Henderson, teadricks, 
Howe, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Morgan, Morrill, Pom, 
eroy, Powell, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Suuin Ten 


Eyck, Van Winkie, Willey, Wilson, and Wiiglit- 43. 
NAY3—Mesers. Kichardson, Saulsbury, and Wade —3 
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ANRSENT—Meeers. Brown, Carlile, Collamer, Cowan, 
Harding, Hicks, Howard, Lane of Kansas, McDougall, 
Neemith, Kiddie, Trambull, and Wilkinson—13, 


So the amendment was arreed to. 


The bill was report d to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. It was 
ordered that the amendment be engrossed, and 
thet the bill be read a third time, ‘The bill was 
read the third ume, and passed. 


RETALIATION ON REBEL PRISONERS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the foint resolution 
(S. R. No. 97) advising retaliation for the cruel 
treatment of prisoners by the insurgents, the pend- 
ing question being on Mr. Wiison’s inotion to 
recommit it to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and the Militia. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, at the ad- 
journment of the Senate yesterday | was refer- 
ring to the fact that as far as I was then advised, 
or, indeed, as I am now advised, there is not 
before us any official evidence that the cruelties 
practiced upon our prisoners which are mentioned 
In the report of the Sth of May, 1864, have been 
continued since, | wasto!d bythe honorable mem- 
ber from Connecticut [Mr. Fosren] that he had 
it from one who had belonged to the Army, and 
who was unfortunate enough to be captured and 
imprisoned in one of the prisons in South Caro- 
Jina, that there was, to a certain extent, at least, 
cruelty as far as cruelty consists in failing to give 
the prisoners a sufficient ration. WhatI meant, 
however, was that we have no cflicial evidence 
other than what is contained in the reportof May 
5, 1864, that the outrages which are hypotneti- 
cally stated, though stated as facts in the resolu- 
tion reported by the commitiee, have been perpe- 
trated since that report. 

The honorable member from Ohio, [Mr. Wane, ]} 
who was one of the committee by whom the re- 
port of May 5, 1864, was made, interrupted me 
yesterday by saying that there had been an an- 
tecedent report in which evidence was presented 
to the Senate of other outrages of the same de- 
acription. The purpose for which I referred to 
the report of May 5, 1864, is rather strengthened 
than weakened by that fact, because it appears 
that even prior to the Sth of May, 1864, the Sen- 
ate, and of course the committee, whese business 
it had been to examine into the facts, were ad- 
vised that these cruelties had been practiced; and 
yet from that time until a few days sihce, | am 
not aware that any measures have been recom- 
mended by the committee or any member of the 
Senate, looking to a resort to such a system asis 
proposed either by the resolution introduced by 
the honorable member himself, or by the report 
made by the committee to whom that resolution 
was referred. I suppose, Mr. President—and 
they had a right to rely upon it—that the mem- 
bers of the committee, including my friend from 
Ohio, were under the impression that the Presi- 
dent of the United States would take all proper 
Rteps to arrest these barbarous acts as against 
cur own men. 

Now, assuming as I do, notwithstanding what 
has fallen from the Senator from Connecticut, that 
the barbarities spoken of in the resolution now 
before the Senate were practiced some time ago, 
that we have no evidence that they are now be- 
ing repeated, | submit as a clear proposition of 
national law that whatever may be the extent of 
the right to retaliate in order to prevent continu- 
ing outrages, it does not apply to a case of ante- 
cedent outrages, because so to apply it is to 
punish what is past and not for the purpose of 
preventing the recurrence of the same things in 
the future. It is (if the honorable member will 
permit me so to say) revenge and not retaliation. 
Conceding for argument’s sake, and | make the 
concession only for that purpose, that there ex- | 
ists aright under the Jaws of nations to starve the 
prisoners who are in our hands, to torture them 
short of starvation, to subject them to the inclem- 
ency of the weather and to kill them by force of 
the elements, or to use as against them every pos- 
sible mode of human torture to which the ingenu- 
ity of man may resort, assuming that such power 
exists under the laws of nations, | think | am safe | 
in saying that that power has never been exerted 
for the purpose merely of punishing prior out- | 
we of the same description. 

na case of that kind the law assumes that | 
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rages has waked up to a sense of duty; he has 
dropped his character of savage and barbarian, 
and he has reassumed that of a Christian or of 
civilized men; he has since that, so far from pro- 
| moting the purpose which he had in view by con- 
| duct of that description furthering the advance of 
his own cause, he has pursued a policy more fatal 
to him than anything that the enemy could do; 
and he must feel, or is supposed to feel, that in 
the judgment of the civilized world he stands con- 
demned, and that of itself is, in the case in which 
the outrages have not been continued, supposed 
to be the cause, and a sufficient cause for their 
| termination. 
| ‘The honorable member says, and no one who 
knows himdoubts him, that he is as far from enter- 
taining any inhuman feeling, or seeking to accom- 


plish any inhuman purpose as any member of the | 


| Senate or any man to be found anywhere. I cer- 
tainly do not doubtit. He thinks, however, that 
a sense of duty in the case which he supposes 


| to exist would compel him to do what is against | 


his better nature, and to aid in the perpetration 
| of horrors at which his original nature would 
stand shocked; but he would do it from a sense 
| of duty. Then in order to enable himself, or any 


| person who may be put to the discharge of a || 


function of that description todo itat all, he must 
| be satisfied that it is necessary to do it; and if in 
| the particular case the outrages of which he com- 
| plains are now no longer being perpetrated, and 
| we have no evidence before us that it is the pur- 
| pose of the enemy to perpetrate them in the fu- 
ture, how can it be thathe will forgetthe human- 
ity which God has written upon his heart? 


Mr. WADE. 


I think, if the Senator will read | 
the resolution that is now before the body, and 


the amendment pending, it will save him the ne- | 


cessity of making all that argument. 
nothing in it about punishing or retaliating for 
| anything that has been done,and if there is noth- 


| ing of this sort doing now, then there will be no | 


retaliation. ‘That is all there is about it. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
by. What the honorable Senator himself pro- 
| posed was to commence the work of torture at 
once. Whatthe committee proposed was to com- 
| mence the work of torture at once. 
the amendment which he suggests is to leave it to 
the President to commence the work of torture at 
| once. ‘That is a power | would not give to any 
| living man. 
j 
! 
| 


That L am right in the view I take of the ori- || 
ginal proposition of the honorable member, and | 


of that of the committee, and of the proposition 


gests, | will show the Senate in a moment; but 
] assume now that I am right; and the honorable 
member’s interruption—kind interruption, | am 


himself to punish in this way for enormities in 
the past, not being repeated, and without any 
evidence thatit is the purpose of the rebel enemy 
| to repeat them. 

| You punish, by your penal laws in a case of 
murder, by hanging the culprit because he is the 
| guilty party,and because it is necessary that he 
| should be hungin order to guard against the repe- 
titioh of like offenses by others. But if,in point 
of fact, it was possible to ascertain—a murder 
being once committed—that no murders would 
be committed in the future, and that the man 
| might be permitted to live, the law of nature and 
of nature’s God would say, and does say, let him 
live. If we could read his heart and see that it was 
entirely changed, that he never would repeat the 
offense,and we could be sati$fied, by reading the 
hearts of the community, that such an ofiense 
would never be perpetrated by any member of 
the community, it would be cruelty in the ex- 
treme to take the life of him who had offended, 
and repented, under such circumstances. 

Now, what is the resolution? My friend, say- 
ing, no doubt, what he believed he could do un- 
der such circumstances in the resolution which 
he proposed, felt, and well he might feel, that the 
| duty which he was about to impose upon those 
to whose custody these prisoners were to be sub- 
jected was a duty hard, if not impossible, to per- 
form; and he therefore provided that the officer 
wh8 declined to carry out the punishment pre- 
scribed tothe very letter should at once be stricken 
i from the rolls of the Army. 





I will speak of that by and | 


The effect of | 


which he proposes in the amendment that he sug- | 


sure—of me shows that even he could not bring | 


There is | 








oor 





the belligerent who has been guilty of such out- | Mr. WADE. I perceive the Senator is going 


upon a false hypothesis. J would stand now, if 
1 could, for the original resolution, for I believe it 
to be exactly right, and [ only yield on account 
of weak brethren. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON. The ‘ weak brethren”? will 
be able, | suppose, to take care of themselves, 
providing they will agree with the honorable mem- 
ber from Ohio that they are ** weak brethren.’’ 
I do not know what his idea of weakness is, but 
1 should think that my friend from Michigan, 
[Mr. Howanrp,] in relation to this measure, was 
anything but a ** weak brother.”’ I think he has 
gone to the whole extent that any man born a 
Christian could go. I have not heard anything 
from the honorable member from Michigan, [Mr, 
Cranpier,]} and who, | believe, is a member of 
the same committee with the member from Ohio, 
that induces me to think that in this particular 
he can be considered a‘ weak brother.”’ ff they 
do not go as far as the farthest, they go as faras 
any other man living, except the honorable mem- 
ber from Ohio. He is farther than the farthest. 

But I have referred to it, Mr. President, for the 
pose of showing what the original proposition 
was, and how my friend from Ohio, although 
satisfied, as he has told us, that he could discharge 
that duty, when he came to read his own heart 
in the solitude of his own room, and then that 
resolution, felt that there was something in the 
nature of the duty which he was calling upon an 
officer of the United States to discharge so revolt- 
ing that he could not be made to discharge it,and 
he provided for the failure to discharge it by cloth- 
ing the President not only with the power, but 
making it his duty to dismiss such an officer at 
once from the service. 

Having said as muchas I propose to say of the 
proposition first suggested by my friend from 
Ohio, I come to the proposition as reported from 
the committee, which is almost precisely the same 
in words, and is substantially identical with the 
original resolution offered by the member from 
Ohio, except that it omits the provision that the 
officer is to be dismissed if he does not perform 


| his duty, and announces to the President that it 
| is not the purpose of Congress in passing the res- 


olution to make it obligatory upon him; but we 
are asked to say to him that it 1s his duty to re- 
sort to this measure. We are to tell him that a 


| resort to this measure is absolutely necessary in 


order to put an end to the barbarities being prac- 
ticed upon our own prisoners; and under some 
doubt—I do not stop to inquire whether it was 
well founded or not—of the authority of Con- 
gress by legislation to interfere with the Presi- 
dent at all in relation to such duties as are stated 
in this resolution, it concludes with saying that it 
is to be understood merely as advising the Presi- 
dent, and not as controlling him. Advising him 
todo what? The honorable member from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Brown,] whom I do not now see in 
his seat, thesother day said that it was not the 
purpose of the committee to suggest to the Pres- 
ident the propriety of proceeding at once to the 
execution of this duty of retaliation; and he found. 
as he supposed, a reason for that construction in 
the latter clause of the resolution which declares 
that the resolution itself is designed to be merely 
advisory to the President. That is true; but 
what is the advice? What are we asked to do? 
What is every individual Senator asked to do? 
To advise the President that in our opinion he 
should proceed at once to starve, to torture, to 
assassinate, to freeze to death the prisoners who 
are in our own hands. The language of the res- 
olution, not the preamble, is: 

Thatin the judgment of Congress it has become justifi- 
able and necessary that the President should, in order to 
prevent the continuance and recurrence of such barbarities, 
and to insure the observance by the insurgents of the laws 
of civilized war, resort at once to measures of retaliation; 
that in our opinion such retaliation ought to be inflicted 
upon the insurgent officers now in our hands, or hereafter 
to full into our hands as prisoners; that such officers oug!it 
to be subjected to like treatment practiced toward our offi- 
cers or soldiers in the hands of the insurgents,in respect to 
quantity and quality of food, clothing, fuel, medicine, med- 
ical attendance, persona! exposure. 

And every other mode of dealing such as our 
prisoners Lass been treated with in the hands of 
the insurgents. The President is advised to do 
that atonce. My friend from Ohio, to assist his 
‘** weaker brethren,’’ by the amendment which he 
sent up to the Chair the day before yesterday, and 
which is now before us, makes it not a matter of 
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advice to the President, but the obligation of the 
President. He proposes that the President shall 
be not only advised, but directed to pursue the 


| 
; 


policy mentioned in the resolution, and we as- || 


sume that it is in the power of Congress ina mat- 
ter of this sort to control the Presidentinthe man- 
agement of prisoners. Hedoes not mean to leave 
to the President any discretion. I speak now of 
the original amendment. His presentamendment 
bearing upon this subject I will recur to in a mo- 
ment. Hesays the President shall at once starve, 


torture, poison, refuse medicine to the sick, and | 


surgical attendance to the wounded prisoners of | 


the enemy, and if all will not do, if we become 
tired of the slowness of the remedy, the President 
is directed to have the poor victim of the chances 
of war assassinated. 


Now, is it expedient to exertit evenif we have 
the legal power to exert it? The honorable mem- 


thousand, or the twenty or thirty thousand, or 
whatever may be the number of prisoners now in 


our hands, will preventthe starvation of the thou- | 


sands who are in the hands of the enemy or may 


| hereafter come into the hands of the rebelenemy. 


Does he know it! Who can? 


ernment was privy to the enormities practiced | 
| upon our prisoners, they are to be restrained by 


no moral restraint. Everybody will concede that. 


| They are brutes in the form of man; they are sav- 
| ages worse than the wildest Indian that ever ran 


Now, Mr. President, what is the other amend- |, 


ment proposed by the member from Ohio? 

Mr. WADE. I have offered but ene. 

Mr. JOHNSON, 
amendment. You have offered one; but that is 
made up of two provisions. 

Mr. WADE. Itis one amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is one amendment, but 
there is always in every good thing, and the Sen- 
ator intends this as a good thing, more than one 
proposition. He proposes to strike out all that 
part of the original resolution which directs the 
President to subject the prisoners taken from the 
enemy to precisely the same kind of treatment 
that our prisoners receive, and to substitute for it 
what I will read: 

And that the executive and military authorities of the 
United States are hereby directed— 

Not advised— 
to retaliate upon the prisoners of the enemy in such man- 
ner and kind as shall be effective in deterring him from the 


perpetration in future of cruel and barbarous treatment of 
our soldiers, 


I mean the other part of the | 


Not ‘as he shall judge to be effective,” but | 


‘as shall be effective.”?’ He does not leave it to 
the President to decide whether any such meas- 
ures of retaliation are necessary; he directs him 
to retaliate upon the prisoners of the enemy “in 
such manner and kind as shall 
What will the Presidént havearighttosay? The 


proposition to retaliate in kind, starvation for 
starvation, torture for torture, assassination for 
assassination, exposure for exposure, and we are 
about to tell him that he must take the subject 
into his own hands, and measure out precisely 
the degree of punishment te prisoners in our hands 
as he shall deem necessary to prevent a recur- 
rence of like enormities upon our prisoners in 
their hands. Whenishetodoit? The honor- 
able member says it was not his purpose, nor will 
that be the effect of the resolution, to commence 
the work of retaliation at once, not to punish for 
past offenses. I certainly have noright and would 
be the last man in the Senate to question the sin- 
cerity of any purpose that the honorable Senator 
says he entertains; butl submitto him whether, if 
hisamendment should be adopted as he proposes, 
the President is not to resort forthwith to retalia- 
tion. 
ing should be adopted, the resolution will read: 


If his amendment striking out and insert- | 


be effective.’ | 


| a Christian, having the power, arrest il? 


loose on the prairies; and nothing like moral re- 
straint will prevent their continuing these barbar- 
ities. Suppose they do; are we to continue them? 
Then what will the world say? What would any 
man say if he had the power in his own hands? 


What will the voice of Christian civilization say ? | 


That such barbar:ues must be arrested. Other 
nations have an interest in it. They cannot stand 
by and see the people of the United States become 


a band of savages, not fighting in honorable war- | 


fare, meeting the foe face to face, but after he has 
succumbed and yielded to the power exerted 
against him by either side and gets into the hands 
of either party, the work of extermination is to 
begin in the most odious and disgusting form ever 
known to civilized man. Would not one man, if 
Who 


can doubt that? Will not the nations of Chris- 


| tendom be called upon to arrest it? Willthe God 


of justice fail to proclaim that it is their duty to 
arrest it? 

jut then what is to become of the Union? 
Vhere is the struggle to end? From the first 1 
never doubted how it would end ifconducted upon 
high, elevated principle. 
questioned that the time would come, and as I 


| 
| 


If the rebel gov- || 


| extent that you say the right goes. 
ber assumes that the starvation of the four or five |! 


Mr. JOHNSON. The question is as to the 
Like all other 


rights 


Mr. WADE. If you stop short of making it 





| effectual, you had better not begin. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Perhaps not. I will spealr 
of that by and by. -There are some things that 
should not be accomplished at all if they cannot 
be accomplished except by the perpetration ef an 
enormouscrime. ‘The power of retaliation exists 


/asaright of war, everybody admits; but has it 


no limitation in this age of the world?) My friend 
from Michigan has told us that he has gone 


| through all the authorities cited by Halleck in his 


system of international law, and he has looked 
everywhere else to find whether there was any 
authority that limits the exercise of this right ef 
retaliation, and has found no authority which 
looks to such alimitation. ‘The honorable mem- 
ber 1s clearly mistaken. 
Mr. HOWARD. ‘Limited by necessity”’ 
was my language. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
Mr. HOWARD. 
that is the only limit. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Sol understood you; and 


Then necessity limits it? 
That is what 1 said; and 


| now, with due deference to the better judgment 


I never for a moment || 


~ ; 1} 
|| think it should have come before, and would have | 
'! come before ifthe armies of the United States had 


been properly used, but that the time was sure 
to come when the rebellion would be frustrated 
and the authority of the Government reinstated; 
and no matter what may happen, no matter what 


|| the sume expectation, and shall continue till the 
| last ray of hope is extinguished in the darkness 


That in the judgment of Congress it has become justifi- 


able and necessary that the President should, in order to 


prevent the continuance and recurrence of such barbarities, | 


and to insure the observance by the insurgents of the jaws 


of civilized war, resort at once to measures of retaliation, | 


Then comes in his amendment that the Presi- | 


dent shall adopt such measures as shall be effect- 
ive. I have a right to assume that the Presi- 


dent is as patriotic asthe honorable member from | 
Ohio; that he is as anxious to put an end to these | 


barbarities as any member of the Senate; and 


that he may, therefore, do precisely what the | 


honorable member tells us he will do. 
] said just now, is a power I would not give to 
the President. I would not let him, if I could 
prevent it, resort to measures of retaliation of this 


description; and yet it is manifest that if we | 


adopt a measure such as this will be after it shall 
have been amended as proposed by the honorable 
member from Ohio, the President will be directed 
at once to retaliate. Retaliate how? ‘In kind;’’ 
and that is what the honorable Senator means. 
He is to retaliate in kind; so that at last we come 
up to the question; first, whether, if we had the 
power, it is expedient to exercise it; second, 


whether we have the power. B wer I 
Stent Pp y power I mean 


That, as || 





| 


of perpetual night. But let us turn as against 
each other the arts of the savage; let us proclaim 
war to the knife, and, what is but little worse, a 
resort to such measures as are contemplated by 
this resolution, and the other side continue to 
meet us in the same way—lI speak it with due re- 
spect to those who entertain a different opinion 
about this resolution—we shall no longer have the 
support of the God of justice; the war ought to 


3 '/ course from time to time the United States or the || 
Senate of the United States have before them a || 


| rebels may adopt, | shall continue to entertain 


cease; the destruction of the Union, the end of | 


the freest constitutional Government that ever ex- 
isted will have come, and ought to come if it is to 
be supported only bya resort to savage methods. 


If we began this career, and if we should stop | 
e ’ P | 


at the end of a year or two or three or ten years, 
what sortofa Unionshould wehave? Flow long 
could we live together with a Union so restored ? 
Years in the life of a Government are but as mo- 
ments. How long would it be that the honora- 


ble member’s descendants, and my descendants, | 


if it were possible to suppose that we were on 
opposite sides of this rebellion, and he and I re- 


sorted to such a course as is recommended by these | 


resolutions—how long would it be before our de- 
scendants, after a temporary arrest, should have 
occurred, would again be cutting each other’s 


throats, trying to see which could starve the | 
soonest, trying who was most expert in the arts 


of assassination, who could torture most, who 
could starve slowest, who could expose longest 
to the destructive influence of the elements, who 
could keep alive longest by refusing surgical and 
medical aid to the prisoner whom he may get into 
his hands? Success in sucha contest—my friend 
will pardon me for saying it—is but infamy. 

Then as a matter of policy, if I am right, 
assuming the power to exist, we ought not to 
adopt it. Have we the power? The honorable 
member from Ohio, my friend from Michigan, 
and the honorable member from Missouri [Mr. 
Brown] have told us, and told us properly, that 
the right to retaliate is recognized by the laws of 
war. We all know that. 





and greater research of the honorable member 
from Michigan, I say, and should say with per- 
fect confidence, if he had notexpressed a different 
opinion, that there is a very clear and defined 
limit. You can retaliate to accomplish a purpose 
in such cases, but there are cases in which you 
have no right to retaliate in kind; and justin pro- 
portion as the honorable member from Michigan 
described graphically, so as to excite the indig- 
nation of all, the enormities practiced upon our 
prisoners, just in that proportion did he go to 
prove that there was no authority to retaliate. 
‘The necessity in the contemplation of the law of 
nations terminates when retaliation becomes cru- 


elty, and offensive to the laws of God and man. 


Let me imagine a case. I speak to humane men; 
I speak to Christian men. Suppose these rebels 
were to burn five hundred of our prisoners at the 
stake; would you burn five hundred? Can you 
find any book which will justify you in saying 
that you could retaliate in that way ? 

Mr. HOWARD. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land desire an answer? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. President, in such a 
distressim@® case as that to which the Senator has 
alluded, if | were a commander in the field lL 
should certainly forbear as long as reason and my 
duty to my country and my countrymen would 
allow; but should I finally discover that it was 
the persistent purpose of the enemy to burn my 
prisoners who should fall into his Jands, if he 
should repeat the process so many times as to 
make it perfectly obvious to me that that was his 
settled usage and rule of conduct, and if [| should 
discover to my own satisfaction that the only 
effectual mode of arresting the outrage was to 
punish his prisoners in my hands in kind, hor- 
rible and revolting as the spectacle might be, I 
should feel it my duty to my country and to my 
army to burn his prisoners also. 1 should regard 
the necessity of the case as the only limit to the 
rule, because (if the Senator will allow me) there 
must be some way of.restraining and punishing 
and preventing these terrible barbarities; and the 
only way,as | said before, it seems to me, would 
be to punish in kind, after having waited a reason- 
able length of time and resorted to all other reason- 
able modes of preventing the evil. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ido not think after that that 
my friend from Ohio can say the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan is a ** weak brother.’’ 

Mr. HOWARD. No, sir; nota bit of it. 

Mr. WADE. 1 did notsay he was before. I 
said there were weak brothers. I did not desig- 
nate them. 

Mr. JOHNSON. He is not one of them, cer- 
tainly. Then suppose the enemy we were eon- 
tending with were savages, and they put their 


prisoners to the stake, subject to the slow fire, 


and, to make the punishment as they think more 
effectual, dance around the prisoner while he is 
burning to death. My friend from Michigan, I 
suppose, if he was directed to perform the duty, 
and the recurrence of the same outrages could not 
be prevented in any other way, would be found 


Mr.WADE. Then whatare youdebatingabout? || leading the dance! ‘ Neceasary,” says the hon- 
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orablemember. The savage thinks it necessary, 
und the dance in the eyes of the barbarian ts that 
vhich gives poignancy to the punishment, Noth- 
mare ig will do it; he is to get his platoon or his 


iment of soldiers around the funeral pile, and 


niy friend will lead in the dance! How 


j ‘ 
jong 


sild he be able to continue it without falling 
down in very shame and calling upon God to par- 
} ? 
rnim 
‘ir. HOWARD. The dance is mere savagery 
uf the process, 


Mr. JOHNSON. There is nothing savage in 
surning itself; the burning is a great deal more 
iocent than the dance! I should rather think 
that of the two the dance was much the more 
cent. 
But, Mr. President, I have said all that I pro- 
sed to say upon that, except to add that, highly 
| esteem the authority of my friend from Michi- 
i, Who is fresh from the books, and in the daily 
ribit of applying, and successfully apy lying, his 
knowledge on this particular branch of juris 
deuce, lam rather inclined to lean with somewhat 


«ol more confidence upon the opinion of . rofessor 
| 


rue 


Licber. He is not only a jurist in the general 
aveceptation of the term, oak he is a publicist of 
the highest possible reputation. Hus thi oughts 
have been turned to this subject from the com- 


encement of the war; that is to say, have been 
turned to the subject of the manner in which the 
ir was to be carried on; they have been 
y directed of late to this parti cular measure : and 
tells us that there is not only no such principle 
to be found in the doctrine of retaliation as known 
to international jurisprudence, but that it is ab- 
horrent to that doctrine, 
Mr. HOWARD. He expressly admits the 
ctrine of retaliation. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Ofcourse he does; so dol; 
d the only difference between us is how far are 
mu to go. The honorable member from Michi- 
in Maintains that there is no limitation except 
ich as you may think necessary to accomplish 
» purpose, ‘The law says there is a limitation, 
al the power terminates at cruelty. 


speci- 


' 
u 


Mr. WADE. There is no necessity before 
cruelty begins. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I mean savage and barba- 


rous cruelty, such as has never been practiced, at 
least since the termination of the sixteenth cen- 


tury; butif I had any doubt whether I could rely | 


with more confidence upon the opinion of Profes- 
sor Lieber than upon the opinion of the honora- 
ble member from Michigan, that doubt wouid be 


removed if I could find that the opinion of Pro- | 


fessor Lieber was supported by that of Chancel- 
jor Kent. I need not cite the passage referred to 
by my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner, ] 
in Which Chancellor Kent tells us that according 
to’ the modern laws of war the ancient doctrine 
nolongerexists. At one time the indiscriminate 
slaughter of the prisoners was supposed to be the 
right of war. At another time, the first step in 
civilization, the captor might sell them as slaves. 
\t another time, civilizauon still going on, he 

ould discharge them upon ransom, Sul pro- 
eressing under the mild but powerful influence of 
ite doctrines taught by the Saviour of men, the 
principle of exchange took its place. The world 
has become humanized. The cause of His ad- 
vent upon earth was to humanize, to civilize, to 
change man’s corrupt nature; to make man what 
God intended him to be, a brother and not a sav- 
age. 
century | defy the honorable member from Mich- 


igan to point out a single instance in which retal- | 


iation anything like that which is proposed in 
this resolution has ever been resorted to. 

Hie quoted the act of 1813, passed under the 
Administration of Mr. 
of 1812. Ido not know that the honorable mem- 
ber read it; but the retaliation authorized there 
was 4 retaliation—lI use nearly the words of the 
act—that should be consistent with the rules of 
civilized war. Let me be sure that I am correct 
as to the phraseology of that act. It is the first 
section: 


“The President is hereby authorized to cause full and | 
ample retaiiation to be made”’— 


How? To what extent? To the extent that 


may be necessary to accomplish the purpose? | 
No— 


“full and ample retaliation to be made, according to the 


jaws and usages of war’’— 


And since the termination of the sixteenth | 


Madison during the war | 


Among endian? mee, 
among civilized nations.” 

So at last that act brings us back ta the ques- 
tion, what, according to the laws of civilized na- 
tions, can be done under the system of retaliation? 
If 1 am right, it cannot be carried to the extent 
propose od by this resolution. 

Now a word, before | close,as to the particular 
question before the Senate, The honorable mem- 
ber from Massachusetts [Mr. Witson] suggests 
a recommitment of the whole subject to a com- 
| mittee. ‘To that | have no individual objection. 
| | think it very likely it would result in bringing 
us a proposition in which we could all 
unite; but his colleague [Mr. Sumner] a fewdays 
aro introduced a series of resolutions by way of 
,and for those I could vote with great 
they state, as I think, very correctly 
doctrine. My friend from New Hamp- 
hire [Mr. Crank] has an amendment to which 
| object, because, as I think, it is so couched as 


before 


amendment 
ple asures 


the true 
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to give the President the right to retaliate pre- | 
cisely in the same way in which we say retalia- 
tion shall be carried on by the original resolution. | 


The honorable member from Missouri [Mr. Hen- 
DERSON] proposes the appointment of a commis- 
sion. Why should we not have it?) My friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Wane] tells us he is not for send- 
ing any ge imission to that rebel and political 
tate, Jeff. Davis. Why not? It is too late 
now to debate whether we should consider this 


anos 


war as a warto be conducted on princ iples appli- || 


cable 
the manner in which prisoners are to be treated. 
Iexchanges have been carried on, and if the object 

| of the commission as proposed by the honorable 
Senator from Missouri is to effect a remedy for 
the wrongs of which we have been complaining, 
through the instrumentality of a commission, 
what possible objection can there be? Whether 
we are toenter intoa negotiation which is to lead 
to peace Is quite ¢ another question, 

Before the late 
| permitted to go sel of the subject immediately 
under debs te, one of the political parties of the 
day suggested as a part of their platform the 
commencement of a negotiation to terminate the 
struggle; and that was very violently opposed 
and denounced by those who supported the re- 
election of the then incumbent and now incum- 
bent of the presidential chair. It was considered 
almost evidence of treason. And yet if my friend 
| from Ohio is right in his conjecture, and 


tenuary has gone down there for the purpose of 
some negotiation which is to look to a termina- 
tion of the war. If the President of the United 
States has the power to send down a commissioner 
to negotiate with these rebel authorities in order 
to terminate the war, what possible objection can 
we have (falling short of him in that particular) 
to constitute a commission for the purpose of as- 
certaining whether the barbarities to our prison- 
ers, of which we complain, may not be arrested 
and the condition of the prisoners 
very much ameliorated ? 


Now, 


I can see none. 
let it not be for a mument understood, 


either by the members of the committee or by | 
those who differ from me and differ from those with | 


whom | concur, that we are not anxious to put 
an end to the cruelty to these prisoners. I have 
heard of cruelty practiced by some of our own 
subordinates on prisoners in our hands. I have 

heard of some being shot here within sight of the 
ee for looking out of a window. I have 
heard of thousands dying by improper treatment. 

To a certain extent, I fear, these things are true. 

In a war like this it is impossible to have always 
fit men in office; there will be brutes found on 
both sides; and would to God that I could believe 
we have not had a few on our own side. We 
denounce them when we discover them; but the 
enormities which they perpetrate are perpetrated 
before there is any discovery. What | want, 
therefore, is such a system of exchange as may 
}) put an end to these cruelties in the future, leaving 
| the past where itis, leaving the rebel government, 
| if they have resorted to the enormities stated in 
] this resolution, as [ have no doubt they have, to 
the judgment of the civilized world, which will 
pronounce a judgment of infamy against all who 
sedhtanartiel in them. Leave it to stand where 
itis. Take care of the future, and let the past take 
care of itself, or, if possible, be forgotten. 








to an international war, so far as relates to | 


|| any ground that the 


political campaign, if I may be | é 
|| as great acrime. 


I take it | 
| forgranted he is right,a minister almost plenipo- | 


Mr. President, I think ‘that hete i is very woes 
cause of censure somewhere for the failure to ex- 
change prisoners. The honorable member from 
lowa {Mr. Haran} says, and no doubt he is 
right in point of law, that there is no obligation 
under the laws of nations to exchange at all, 
That I admit. Itis a question for each of the bel- 
ligerentsto decide for himself, whether it will be 
advantageous to him, looking to a successful ter- 
mination of the war,to exchange. He is rightin 
saying that there are cases in which, ifa belliger- 
ent thinks it is better for him to keep the prison- 
ers he has, than to get back those of his own army 
that the other belligerent has, he may pursue that 
course. That is the strict right; but my friend 
from Iowa will find, if he looks at the books upon 
the subject, that there is connected with it this 
principle, that there exists in such cases the high- 
est moral obligation to take care of your own men 
when they shall be captured, and to rescue them 
from the captivity to w hic h they have been sub- 
jected. Going upon the field, risking their lives 
in your defense, and by the chances of battle be- 
coming the prisonersot theenemy, the books say 
that it is the highest duty (not as between one 
belligerent and the other, but the highest duty as 
between the belligerent whose prisoners have been 
captured and the prisoners) to resort to every pos- 
sible step to rescue them from their sufferings. 

lam not here to censure the President of the 
United States; Ido not know that he has not done 
everything that he could do; but I mean to say 
this, (pronouncing the opinion hypothetically,) 
that if he has purposely refused to exchange upon 
exchange would inure more 
to the benefit of the enemy than of ourselves, he 
has perpetrated a high crime as against the sol- 
diers of the United States; and if the difficulty at- 
tending the exchange is of another description, if 


| he refused upon the ground that the enemy would 


not deliverthe Africans whom they have taken in 


| battle, while they were willing to exchange man 


for man of white soldiers, he has committed almost 
It by no means follows, because 
he cannot relieve the sufferings of a black soldier, 
that if he has the power to relieve the sufferings 
of the white soldier he should not exert it: The 
black is in no worse condition by rescuing the 
white. He is in a better condition, for when the 
white is rescued the armies of the United States 
are replenished. Now, whatever may have been 
the cause of the failure to exchange | do not know 
with anything like certainty. My opinion is that 
there is nothing which should have prevented an 
exchange;and ifthe President of the United States 
was advised that these enormities were being prac- 


| ticed, our men being starved and tortured and as- 


sassinated, and he had reason to believe that that 


| system of barbarity was to be continued, then he 


on each side | 








—————— 


committed if possible a sull higher crime in not 
resorting to a system of exchange if he could re- 
sort to it. But,as | have said, | have no purpose 
of finding fault with the President of the United 
States. 

I do notentirely agree with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr.Cowan,] who sup- 
poses that we have no authority to legislate on 
this subject. I think over the exchange of pris- 
oners and the treatment of prisoners Congress 
has authority. The executive duty is to carry 
out the laws of the United States passed in pur- 


| suance of the authority conferred upon the Con- 


gress of the United States by the Constitution; 
and, as I think, among the laws which Congress 
are authorized to pass, isa law to provide for the 
manner in which prisoners shall be treated, and if 
Congress shall so legislate, it will be the duty of 
the President to carry out its provisions. 

I conclude then, Mr. President, with saying 
that I shall vote for the reference suggested, and 
when the subject shall be before the Senate again, 
if the proposition shall come in a form which is 
to apply the doctrine of retaliation prospectively, 
without empowering the President to go beyond 
the limits to which I think the doctrine is sub- 
ject, I shall vote for the proposition. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I have listened 
to this debate with a good deal of interest. I 
purposed in the outset of it to give my vote for 
this resolution; and seeing the resistance which 
it met, and the sources from which that resist- 
ance came, I felt under obligation to listen with 
a view of informing myself, if it were possible to 
do so from the debate, how and wherein | was 
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wrong, if I was wrong. 1 certainly would not \| 
support this resolution if I believed with the Sen- || 
ator from Maryland that the effect of it would be 

to muster out of our service the God of justice. 

lam very grateful for the favor He has shown || 
us so far during this controversy, and I certainly 
do not wish to disband Him. But I do not believe 
it. I think the mistake that arises, both in our | 
own contemplation of the subject and in whatis | 
supposed to be His contemplation of it, arises 
from the fact that we do not rightly consider what 
the evil is which we wish to relieve. 

This resolytion has been debated from the be- 
ginning on the part of those who have opposed 
it as if it were a bill for starving human beings. 
Now, Ido not so regard it. I look upon itas 
a bill to prevent the starving of human beings; 
and the two questions to be considered, therefore, 
are, first, whether starving human beings is right? 
and second, whether this measure is calculated 
to put an end to it? [believe there is avery gen- 
eral agreement on the part of the Senators who 
have engaged in this debate that starvation 1s 
not quite a proper thing. Itis almost the only 
subject on which I have ever known the Senate 
to be unanimous, and I think | need not spend 
any time to elucidate that point. 

Will this measure proposed here haveatendency 
toputanendto it? [fit will, itis no use to call it 
barbarous, for itis not. If it will put an end to | 
starvation, itisnousetocallitcruel,foritisnot. If 
it will putanend to starvation, itis no use to charac- 
terize itas inhuman, for itis not inhuman; it Is the 
very heightof humanity. What isthe evil before 
which we are placed, and which we must eradi- 
cate? itis not that our soldiers have been ex- 
posed; itis not that they have been starved; it 
is not that they have been assassinated. ‘That is 
evil enough, God knows; but that is an evil which 
we cannot redress; it is an evil which Ll am pro- | 
foundly grateful to know that He can redress, | 
and | am profoundly happy to believe that in Elis | 
own good time He will redress it; and I agree | 
with the Senator from Maryland that to that re- | 
dress we should leave these crimes. But this is | 
the evil with which we have to do: that to-day— 
not yesterday nor last year, but to-day—men who 
have fought and bled for this Union and its flag 
are exposed to suns and to rains, to heats and to 
frosts, without shelter; that to-day they are with- 
out clothing and without food; that to-day they 
are fed with food which poisons and which does 
not nourish. This is the evil with which we 
have to do; and how will youdeal with it? That 
is the question which the Senate is to determine. 

The propositions are various. The Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] preposes to | 

ass a resolution, a joint resolution of the two 

Jouses of Congress, calling it naughty—* bar- | 
barous,’’ [ think, is -his language—and to stop 
there. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wi son] proposes negotiation with the men who | 
perpetrate these enormities. The resolution be- | 
fore us proposes adifferentremedy. It proposes | 
to say to the authors of these iniquities, to those | 
who continue them to-day, ‘* Put our exposed | 
soldiers under cover, or the men who have fought 

our battles shall be turned out to the storm.”’ 

t proposes to say to them, ‘* Give our starving | 
men food and drink, or we will take from the lips | 
of the men who have fought your batues food 
and drink; do what humanity demands at your 
hands, or we will do to yours what will compel 

ou to be human.’’ This is all there is of it. 

There is not a word that is retrospective. There 
is not an idea that is punitive. It lets the past 
alone; it deals only with the future. 

Now, sir, what is the objection to saying this? 
The Senator from Maryland who has just taken 
his seat has argued that itis inhuman to say these 
things, to propose these measures; and why? Be- 
cause the enormities practiced upon our soldiery 
are so great, the cruelties are so monstrous, that 
it would shock ourselves, it would shock civili- 
zation, for us to assume to retaliate. He paints 
the horrors which all admit are every day wit- 
nessed in these pens and open fields where our 
soldiers are confined. He holds them up to shock 
us. He anticipates our Government practicing 
like enormities toward prisoners in our hands, and 
he demands to know what the world would say of 
such conduct in us; nay, he asks what would 
any man say who held the powers of the world. | 


Well, Mr. President, I shouldlike to know. The |! 








| inhumanity ceases. 
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Senator did not himself tell us what the world \| diers whom you may hereafter bring to City Point. In the 
would say, nor what a man would sa y under such || lope that such is the anderstanding, I have directed thata 


circumstances, 
us himself. ; 

But what is the fact? If this resolution be 
passed, we do not mete out rations to these pris- 
oners. Why? Because our prisoners in their 
hands are starving. We say to them, ‘Give our 
prisoners meat and give them bread, and here is 
meat and here is bread for your men; we do not 
mete out these rations because our men in your 
hands are not fed.”’ ' 
Will the civilized world tell us under those cir- 
cumstances, ** No matter what the rebels do, feed 


I wish he were here now to tell 


regularly to the prisoners in your hands??? Will 
the civilized world say that to us? 


First, | do not believe it,and secondly, if they || 
| did say it, it is a proposition upon which I would 


fight the civilized world as quick as any propo- 
siiion | ever heard stased. ‘T'ell us to turn indif- 
ferently from the fact that starvation and death 
from every form of exposure is the daily event 
among our men—command us to that measure of 
indifference ! 


What will the world say? | 


No,sir, | could not be commanded | 


that far, and I rescue civilization from the suspi- 


cion thatsuch would be its decision, They would 
say to these brutes, as they were forcibly called 


by the Senator from Maryland, these brates in | 


human form, ‘Cease to be brutes, which your 


| form does not permit, and begin to be men, which 


your form demands at your hands; stop these 


cruelties which have been your practice for years; | 
feed the men in your hands, and then the men | 
you care for will be fed; be human yourself, and | 
That | think would be the | 


99 


decree of the civilized world, and I am sure that 
any human being who held in himself the powers 
of the world would pronounce such a judgment. 

I] did not mean to occupy any time in elabora- 
ting this matter, and I shall not now. It seems 
to me plain and-simple. Itis urged, not as an 
inhuman measure, but it is urged in the name of 
humanity. 

One other remedy is suggested for this evil, 
and that is that exchanges should be made of the 
prisoners in our hands for the prisoners in the 
hands of theenemy. Unquestionably, Mr. Pres- 
ident, exchanges should be made as fast as they 
can be made; but exchanges cannot be made 
without the consent of the enemy, and when the 
enemy consents, exchanges cannot be made in a 
moment; and if to-day all the prisoners who now 
languish in dens were returned to us, while the 


war lasts the enemy is liable to take prisoners. | 


Throughout this debate those who have insisted 
upon the necessity of making exchanges have 
held up the present Administration as the cause 
why exchanges have not been made. 
hold them guilty of that, Mr. President, and it 


was more for the purpose of calling the attention | 


of the Senate to a few facts in reference to the 
question of exchanges that I consented to speak 
at all on this occasion. 

It is now assumed, not merely that the Ad- 
ministration is the party which refuses to male 
exchanges, but that it refusesto make exchanges 


Ido not | 


for no other reason than thatthe rebel authorities | 
will not consent to the surrender of the colored 


soldiers in their hands. In answer to that,I say 
that up to the 27th of December, 1863, exchanges 
were being made with considerable regularity; 
that on that day the agent of exchanges, as I be- 
lieve he is styled, on the part of the confederate 
States addressed this letter to Major John E. 
Mulford, the assistant avent of exchange on the 
part of the United States: 


ConreDeRATE STATES OF AMERICA, 
War Department, RicuMonD, VIRGINIA, 

December 27, 1863. 
Sir: I have received your letter announcing your ar- 
rival with confederate prisoners. I have this day for- 
warded to you an equal or greater number of Federal pris- 


| oners. 


I received with your letter several communications from 
Major General Butler. In no one of thei is it stated that 
the United States Government is willing to resume the 
cartel and deliver all of our prisoners now in captivity, the 
excess on either side to be on parole. I have more than 
once expressed the entire willingness of the confederate 
government to deliver the Federal prisoners now in our 
hands, provided the United States authorities will deliver 
the confederate prisoners in their hands. This is the pro- 
vision of the cartel, and we can accept nothing less. Un- 
less this is the distinct understanding, no equivalent will 
be delivered to you for any conlederate officers and sol- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| the men in your hands; no matter that your men || 
| are dying daily of starvation, deliver your rations 


number greater than the total of your delivery shall be sent 
toyou. * . * * * * . * . * 


Kespectfully, your obedient servant, 


ROBERT OULD, 
Agent of Exchange. 


Major Jonn E. Mcurorp, Assistant Agent of Exchange. 


Upon the authority of this letter, then, I say 
that there was no difficulty with the rebel author- 
ities about the exchange of colored soldiers; they 
were willing to deliver all the prisoners they had 
in their hands, if we would deliver all we had in 
ourhands. The simple difficulty was that our Gov- 
ernment, believing that the rebel authorities had 
violated most grossly the paroles taken of the pris- 
oners captured at Vicksburg, refused any longer 
to take the parolesof prisoners. It was upon that 
point that the authorities divided, and it was for 
thatreason thatexchanges stopped. ** Unless you 


| will deliver them all,’’ said the rebel agent, * all 


| January 15, 1863. 


in your hands, it will be useless for you to send 
more to City Point, for no equivalent will be re- 
turned for them.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. Will my honorable friend allow 
me a moment to give him information? 

Mr. HOWE, Certainly. 


Mr. DAVIS. In my remarks yesterday I as- 


| sumed that our authorities had had opportunities 


to exchange white prisoners for white prisoners, 
and thatthey had refused todo so because the rebel 
authorities declined to exchange negro prisoners 
and their officers. I will now read some author- 
ity on that point. The honorable Senator from 
Wisconsin, | suppose, holds in his hands the same 
document from which I am about towead, Sen- 
ate Executive Document No. 17, Thirty-Eighth 
Congress, first session, being the correspondence 
between the authorities of the two Governments 
in relation to the matter of exchange. I find in 
this document an extract from a message of Pres- 


| ident Davis furnished by our own authorities in 


these terms: 


** So far as regards theaction of this government on such 
criminals as may attempt its execution, | confine myseif 
to informing you that I shall, unless in your wisdom you 


decm some other course more expedient, deliver to the sev- 


eral State authorities all commissioned officers of the Uni- 
ted States that may hereafter be captured by our forces in 
any of the States embraced in the proclamation that they 
may be dealt with in accordance with the laws of those 
States providing for the punishment of criminals engaged 
in exciting servile insurrection.” 

That has reference to officers who were endeav- 
oring to recruit in the rebel States, and to induce 
the slaves to abandon their homes and to join the 
American Army. He adds this other sentence: 

** The enlisted soldiers [ shall continue to treat as unwill- 


ing instruments in the commission of these crimes, and 
shall direct theirdischarge and return to their homes on the 


proper and usual parole.” 
Thatcommunication of President Davis is dated 
I will next read an extract 
from a letter of Robert Ould, the agent of ex- 
change for the rebel authorities, to Colonel Wil- 
liam LH. Ludlow, the agent on the part of our 


| Government, dated War Department, Richmond, 








| 


Virginia, July 26, 1863: 


* Tf, at this time, you have any offieers of the rank [have 
declared exchanged, or of any other rank, or if you have 
any particular organization of privates or non-commissioned 
officers whom you wish exchanged, you have only to state 
such fact and your selection will be upproved.”? 


Colonel Ludlow was superseded and General 
Meredith took his place, and here is a very short 


letter from General Meredith to General Hitch- 
cock on the subject of exchanges: 


OrFice or CoMMISSION ror Excnanar, 
Fortress Monroe, ViRGINia, August 7, 1863. 


Generac: | have the honor to inform you that by to- 


| day’s boat I have received a most earnest and pressing re- 
| quest from Mr. Ould to grant him a meeting as early as 


possible. I have not yet sought an interview with him, for 


|| the reason that Colonel Ludiow has been quite reticent in 


regard to matters connected with his late business ; nor did 
I wish to see Mr. Ould until [ had some specific instruc- 


| tions from the War Department. 


From what I can gatherin Colonel Ludiow’s letter-books, 
1 suppose the following are points to be insisted upon: 

1. The immediate exchange of Colonel Straight and his 
command. 

2. An agreement that Dr. Green shall be held by the 
United States Government as a hostage for Dr. Rucker, 
other surgeons to be exchanged. 

3. That all officers commanding negro troops, and negro 
troops themselves, sliall be treated as other prisoners of 
war, and exchanged in the same way. 

I feel constrained, however, for reasons stated above, to 
ask for full instructions as soon as possible. You may rest 
assured that I shalj enter into no unauthorized agreement 
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with Mr. Ould, nor shall U discuss with bim any point on 
which Jam pot fully instructed. I have the honor also to 
forward you the inclosed from Mr. Ould, upon which I 
should like to hear your views before seeing him. 
J am, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
8. A. MEREDITH, 
Brigadier General and Commissioner for Exchange. 
Major General I. A. Hircucocn, Washington, D, C. 


General Halleck, on the 12th of August, 1863, 
from his headquarters in Washington, directed a 
letter to General Meredith, in reply to the note 
from which I have just read, in which there is 
this paragraph, speaking of ademand of the rebel 
commissioners; 

“This is certainly a most extraordinary demand, and 
eannot be acceded to. In order, however, to avoid any 
difficulty on this point, General Meredith will be authorized 
to agree with Mr. Ould, that all paroles given by officers 
and men on either side, between the 3d of May and the 3d 
of July, vot in conformity with the stipulations of the car- 
tel, be regarded as null and void, a declaration to thatefiect 
being published to the armies of both belligerents. 

"Tlie other three points mentioned in General Meredith’s 
letter of the 7th instant scem to be fully understood by him. 
The Goverument of the United States will, under no cir- 
cunisiances, yield cither of these points.” 


It was to this third point that General Butler’s 
letter from whieh | read yesterday referred, and 
that point was ‘that all officers commanding 
negro troops, and negro troops themselves, shall 
be treated as other prisoners of war, and ex- 
changed in the same way.’’ The rebel authoriues 


refused to make exchanges upon that proposi- | 


tion, and General Halleck, in his letter of instruc- 
tions to General Meredith, says, ** The other three 
points,’ including the one I last read, ** men- 
tioned in General Meredith’s letter of the 7th in- 
stant seem to be fully understood by him. The 


Government of the United States will, under no | 


circumstances, yield either of these points,’”’ and 
the point which | have just read was the great 
point that prevented the exchange of private sol- 
diers on the part of the United States for private 
soldiers held by the rebel authorities. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I do not intend 


to print my speech in pamphlet form, and there- | 
fore there is no great damage done by the amount | 


that my friend from Kentucky has interjected 
into it. If such had been my purpose, I should 
certainly expect him to bear some portion ef the 
cost of prinung. ([Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS. I think I should have a recip- 
rocal claim on the honorable Senator; for I never 
made a speech that he did not interrupt me re- 
peatedly. [Laughter.} 

Mr. HOWE. I do not know but that we are 
about even, (Laughter.] | shall certainly be 
willing to allow any just offset. A single word 
will dispose of the intormation the Senator from 
Kentucky has imparted to me. All the questions 
to which he has referred have been questions 
under discussion between our authorities and the 
rebel authorities. ‘The points referred to in the 
letter of General Meredith are points which our 
Government have made, and which I am happ 
and proud to say they have not yet siantonad, 
and I have faith in them that they will never 
abandon them. The factis that notwithstanding 
there were these difficulties and disputes about 
what ought to be done, between the two author- 
ities, they did not interrupt exchanges. Ex- 


changes went on; exchanges continued to go on; | 


exchanges never stopped until December, 1863, 


months after all this correspondence took place, | 


when the rebel agent at Richmond informed our 
agent, ‘It will be useless for you to send any 
more prisoners to City Point, unless you accom- 
pany them with the explicit declaration that the 


exoe Js of prisoners in your hands you parole.”’ | 


That was the end of exchanges. 

There was another point made on the same day 
by the same agent. Having several times re- 
ceived letters from Major General Butler and re- 


plied to them prior to the 27th day of December, | 


1863, on that day he seemed to have discovered 
that under a proclamation of Jefferson Davis, 
Benjamin F. Butler, a major general in the Army 
of the United States was an outlaw. Recollect 
it was a discovery that he did not make until the 
27th of December, 1863. 
that he was so late in discovering it, for I have 
not discovered it yet, but he having thought that 
he made the discovery on that day he directs a 
letter to General Hitcheock and tells him: 

“You are doubtless aware that by proclamation of the 


dent of the confederate Sutes Major General B, F. 
uiler is under the law of outlawry.”’ 


1 do not wonder at all | 


|| 
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It is a queer law to be under. It was a queer || 
origin for a law to spring from, it was queerly || 
discovered, at a very queer point of time, and an- || 


} nounced by a very queer person, | 


| tion with the cartel’? modestly says Mr. Robert 
| Ould, ** yet when one who has been proclaimed 


| under a flag of teuce.”’ 


| was the end of exchanges as 1 understand the 


| and they neverintimated a departure tomy knowl- | 


| August, 1864. 
_same Mr. Ould directs this letter to Major Mul- 


| Government, has several times proposed to ex- 





_ was the proper policy to have been pursued. He 


i 


| it. AsI recollect it, however, General Butler does 


| stands the proposition of Mr, Ould, and he sub- 


| thought at the time, and as I took occasion to sa 


** Although we do not pretend to prescribe the | 
agents your Government shall employ in connec- | 


to be so obnoxious as General Butler is selected, 
self-respect requires that the confederate authori- 
ties should refuse to treat with him or establish | 
such relations with him as properly pertain to an 

agent of exchange. The proclamation of Presi- 

dent Davis forbids that General Butler should be | 
admitted to the protection of the confederate gov- 
ernment, and he cannot therefore be received 


This letter, as | said before, comes from Robert 
Ould,dated December 27, 1863, and after hehim- || 
self hud been in correspondence with Major Gen- 
eral Butler. He was late in discovering that self- 
respect required that he should hold General But- 
ler under ** the law of outlawry.”? There, asI say, 


case. Upon that point stood the rebel authorities; 


edge to anybody in the world until the 10th of 
On the 10th of August, 1864, this 


ford: 

‘Sir: You have several times proposed to me to ex- 
change the prisoners respectively held by the two belliger- 
ents, officer for officer, and man for man.” 


Ould says that Major Malford, acting for our 


change the prisoners respectively held by the two | 
belligverents, officer for officer, and man for man. 

“The same offer has also been made by other officials 
having charge of the matters connected with the exchange 
of prisoners. The proposal has heretofore been declined || 
by the confederate authorities, they insisting upon the terms I! 
of the cartel which required the delivery of the excess of || 
either side upon parole.”’ 1] 

That is the testimony of Mr. Ould, given on 
the 10th of August last, as to the state of the ne- 
gotiations up tothat time. Hethen says, speak- 
ing to Major Mulford on that day, as | under- 
stand the letter, that they have concluded to assent 
to the terms our Government had proposed. That 
letter was not directed to General Butler, but to 
Major Mulford. When it reached General But- 
ler L do not know. On the 20th of August, sup- 
posing that it might not have reached our au- 
thorities, Mr. Ould addressed a letter to General 
Hitchcock repeating the proposition. When that 
letter reached General Butler I do not know, but 
according to my recollection it was about the 5th 
of September that the reply to the propositions 
contained in these two letters was published in 
the New York Times, in the city of New York. 
That letter | have not with me. I have looked 
for itthis morning, but have not been able to find 


not refuse to make exchanges upon the very terms 
agreed to here by Mr. Ould, does not recede from 
the offer that our Government had before made, 
but he hesitates upon the point whether he under- 


mits to him two direct interrogatories. Do you 
mean—this is the substance of what he asks—to 
make these exchanges without setting up a claim 
that we shall parole the excess inour hands; and 
do you mean to include colored soldiers in your 
exchanges? He directs these two interrogato- 
ries to the rebel agent preparatory to answering 
the direct proposition himself. ‘To those two in- 
terrogatories do not know that any answer was 
ever made. If any ever was made I| never heard 
of it. 

1 am bound to say here that I think now, as I 


at the time, that General Butler instead of hesi- 
tating upon any such doubt as that, or taking time 
to submit any interrogateries to the rebel agent, 
ought to have taken him at his word, and gone 
on making exchanges, and what he actually 
meant by his proposition would have developed 
itself soon enough, and then would have been 
the time to divide upon it. That is what! think 





seemed to think it better to have the matter clearly 
understood before he assented to the proposition, 
to Wein éxactly what Ould meant by his own 
proposition before he assented. Nevertheless, it 
is a part of the public history of the country 





who would like to be President, and I was sur- 


January 27, 





known to us all that since that time the work of 
exchanges has been resumed, and thousands upon 
thousands of prisoners have been exchanged since 
then, and it is still going on. 

In view of this little history that I have recited 
here, | hold that it is unjust to say that this Ad- 
ministration is guilty of preventing exchanges, 
When I tell you that we made exchanges as long 
as the rebels would exchange with us; when | 
tell you, and tell you from the record, that ex- 
changes only stopped when they said it was use- 
less to send prisoners to them unless accompa- 
nied by the stipulation that we would parole the 
excess,and when I show this upon the testimony 
of their own agents, and especially in the absence 
of any testimony or of any assertion from any 
quarter that ever this Government was offered the 
privilege of exchanginga single human being and 
refused to make the exchange, 1 do not think it 


| just to assert that the responsibility for withhold- 


ing these exchanges rests upon the skirts of this 


|; Administration. 


Since I am upon this point, I will not leave it 
without alluding to one other very extraordinary 
fact in the political history of the Jast year. [ 
have shown you that on the 27th day of Decem- 
ber, 1863, they refused to make these exchanges 
any longer withus. I haveshown you that they 
never intimated a contrary purpose or disposition 
until the 10th day of August, 1864. I want you 
to mark the time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. HOWE. Presently. 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

Mr. HOWE. I will not refuse the Senator the 
privilege of an interruption now. 

Mr. DAVIS. L avail myself of the very gen- 
erous courtesy of the honorable Senator, and I 
ask him to answer me if the confederate authori- 
ties ever insisted upon anything except an execu- 
tion of the eartel of exchange by both parties toit, 

Mr. HOWE. No, sir; so far as | know they 
never did. Ido understand that to have been a 
part of the cartel, and I understand that our Gov- 
ernment refused to observe it; but I understand 
that they did so refuse upon the allegation that ten 
thousand men, rebel soldiers, captured at Vicks- 
burg and paroled, were put back into the rebel 
ranks, and that our armies met them again and 


| fought them at Chattanooga. That is a good cause 


or abad one for not observing the cartel. Tomy 
own apprehension it is a remarkably good one. 
If my friend from Kentucky thinks otherwise, 
that is only one more pointupon which we differ. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the honorable Senator al- 
low me to put another question? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask him if both parties to that 
cartel had not the right by its terms to declare the 
prisoners paroled mutually, to be exchanged; and 
whether the rebel authorities did not insist that 
they had declared exchanges to the full number 
of the paroled prisoners that had been taken at 
the capture of Vicksburg and then paroled. 

Mr. HOWE. [really believe the Senator from 
Kentucky is right in point of fact, that they did 
make just such declarations. It happened, how- 
ever, that our Government did not believe them, 
that our Government did not choose to indorse 
for them, knowing the contrary. If the Senator 
from Kentucky sees fit to indorse these rebel dec- 


| larations, [ cannot help that; 1 do not become his 
| coindorser; and that is another point upon which 


we differ. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave not indorsed them myself. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand not, and I trust 
the Senator will not. I was about to say that 
from the 27th day of December, 1863, when we 
were officially notified that we need send no more 
prisoners to City Point, until the 10th day of 
August last, we never were advised of any change 
of purpose on the part of the rebel authorities. 
On the 10th of August this notice was sent to 
a Mulford by letter. It was repeated on the 
20th of August. I have already said that just 
when it came to the knowledge of General But- 
ler Ido not know. But the curious fact to which 
I wish to call attention is that on the 29th of Au- 
gust, nine days after this letter was directed to 
General Hitchcock from Richmond, Virginia, a 
convention assembled in the city of Chicago to 
nominate a candidate, not for the Presidency, but 
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prised to find in the indictment which that dis- 
tinguished convention preferred against this Ad- 
ministration this count: 








| 
| 
| 
| 


« Resolved, That the shameful disregard of the Adminis- | 


tration to its duty in respect to our fellow-citizens who now 
and long have been prisoners of war in a suffering condi- 


of public interest and common humanity.” 


I say I was surprised to find that count in the 
indictment. Laboring under the belief as 1 did 


had urged exchanges and it was the rebel author- 
ities who refused them, I was surprised to see a 
deliberative body,as I understand that was which 


assembled in convention at Chicago—deliberative || = 


yart of the time—assert that this Administration 
fad been guilty of shameful disregard of its duty 
in respect to our fellow-citizens in these prisons. 
Recollect this emanated from that convention just 


nine days after that letter was addressed from Mr. | 


Ould to General Hitchcock, in which for the first 
time he notified General Hitchcock of their readi- 
ness to exchange atall. I think it was not only 


peculiar that that convention should have consid- | 


ered this evidence of ‘‘ shameful disregard,’’ but 
that it was very peculiar, indeed, that that con- 
vention should have been so early informed of 


that change of purpose itself, It did look to me— | 


. . 1 
I trust | am not uncharitable; it seems to mea } 


man has no excuse for being uncharitable toward 
those gentlemen who assembled at Chicago—but 
I cannot help saying that it did seem to me as if 
this willingness to exchange prisoners originated 
in the purpose of furnishing a little capital to the 
very low stock with which those gentlemen as- 
sembled at Chicago, and that it was actually com- 
municated to them before it was communicated to 
the Government of the United States. If I have 
done those gentlemen injustice in this suspicion, 


or in the expression of it, I shall be very glad to | 


apologize to them if they ever get together again; 
and if L can be excused from making apologies 
until such a convention does reassemble on this 
continent, [ shall not have to apologize fora great 
while, 

Mr. WADE. As in the course of this debate 
there has been a question raised as to whether 
the barbarities narrated in the preamble to the 
resolution have been continued since the report 
made on that subject in May last, I desire to 
present to the Senate a deposition taken to-da 
by the committee on the conduct of the war. It 
is the deposition of a man who has just escaped 
from the dungeon at Salisbury, North Carolina; 
he escaped with those editors of whom we have 
recently read. The deposition is here, and if gen- 
tlemen would like to hear it, it can be read. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I should like to hear it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthere be no ob- 
jection, the paper will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


WasHINnGTon, January 27, 1865. 

ona C. W. Thurston sworn, and examined by Mr. 

OAN. 

Question. Will you state to what company and regiment 
you belong? 

Answer. [ am a sergeant of company K, sixth New 
Hampshire volunteers. 

Question. At what time and where were you taken pris- 
oner by the rebels? 

Answer. | was captured on the 30th of September last, 
at whatI think is known by the name of Jones’s farm. It 





Was the time the attempt was made to cut the South Side | 


railroad near Petersburg. 

Question. To what place were you taken, and confined ? 

“inswer. I was first taken, with others, to Petersburg, 
and kept over-night; then to Richmond, and put into what 
is called the Pemberton building, and then to Salisbury, 
North Carolina, 

Question. How long were you kept in Richmond? 

“Answer. Only over one night. 

Question. How long were you at Salisbury? 

“Answer, Until the 18th of last month, when I made my 
escape. 


Question. What number of prisoners were at Salisbury, 
and how were they treated ? 

Answer. When I was first taken there, there were com- 
paratively few prisoners there; but within three or four 
days there were upward of ten thousand. I know that 
when I had charge of the bakery for the prisoners I made 
out requisitions for more than ten thousand six hundred 
men. 

Question, What kind of a place were you kept in? 

“Answer. At the time [ went there there was a building 
that was made to hold probably two thousand men. The 
rest had no cover or sheiter at all. The enemy had taken 
away from us our blankets and knapsacksand a great deal 
of our clothing. About the 6th of November the quarter- 
master gave us some tents, in the proportion of one Sibley 
tent and one small wall tent to cach one hundred men. 
But not more than fifty of the one hundred could get in 
and lie down in the tents. ‘The rest had no covering, and 








| regular ration was a pound of bread, made of corn and cobs 
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used to dig holes in the ground with their pocket Knives || 

and plates, because they could get no shovels or picks, and 

they would crawl in those holes and lie down. | 
In regard to the rations for the men, what was called the 


ground together, to each man for twenty-four hours. They | 


| usually got only about twelve ounces even of that bread. 
tion, deserves the severest reprobation on the score alike || 


Then for meat the men usually received twenty-two 


| pounds of beeves’ heads, tripes, and gullets to each hun- 


|| usually given about half a pint of soup to each man a day. 
up to that day that it was thisGovernment which || 


dred men ; but that was not received every day, only about 
once in four days on an average. And then there was 


The soup was made of rice and water; that is, a large 
bucketful of rice would be put into a large kettle of water, 
holding, say, twenty gallons ; sometimes a little salt, some- 
times no saltatall, They would dip out the water, and 


| but little of the rice, and then fill up again and again, until 


a thousand men had been served from the one bucketful of 
Upon the slightest provocation the rations would 
be cut off entirely fora day or two. I have lost the prin- 
cipal diary [ kept while there; but I find in a memoran 


| dum book which I have here, that on Friday, the 28th of 


October, the men received no rations; on Saturday they 
received nothing but soup; on Sunday they received bread 
and meat; so that there were two days when they received 
nothing but a little soup. 

In regard to the treatment of our men in other respects, 
[ean illustrate it by an incident I saw myself. | was | 


| standing one day by the hospital; I had been to see Mr. | 


Davis, one of the prisoners, who had been appointed super 
intendent of the hospital. One of our negro soldiers, cap- 
tured at the time of the explosion of the mine near Peters- 
burg, was standing near by engaged in *“ skirmishing,’’ as 
we prisoners call it, examining bis clothes tor vermin. <A 
sentinel there, at whom I happened to be looking at the 
time, drew up his musket, took deliberate aim and fired, 
killing the negro on the spot. One of our boys asked him 
what he did that for, and he replied that he did it ** to see 
the damned black son of a bitch drop.’? That { saw done 
mnyself. 

Question. What notice was taken of that by the rebel 
authorities there? 

Answer. None that I know. 


The report is that they get 


| thirty days’ furlough for shooting a Yankee ; that it is en- 





couraged. Mr. Davis, the superintendent of the hospital, 
assured me that he has at the present time the names of 
eighteen hundred of our men who died there between the 
Ist day of October and the 15th day of December, 1864. 
Question. Who is this Mr. Davis? 
Answer. He was the chief clerk of the Ohio Senate, so 


| T understand, and a correspondent of the Cincinnati Ga- 


zette. Ile escaped when I did, and I understand he is now 
in this city. 

Question. He was a prisoner at Salisbury? 

Answer. Yes,sir; and Mr. Richardson, of the New York 
Times, and Mr. Brown, of the New York Tribune. 

Question, Whatmeans had Mr. Davis to know the num- 
ber of deaths? 

Answer. He was the superintendent of the hospital, and | 
Mr. Richardson was clerk of the hospital. 

Question. Appointed by the rebel authorities ? 

“inswer. Yes, sir. We made an attempt to break out | 
of the prison one day, in which we killed four of the || 
guards and wounded quite a number of them. They killed 
fifteen of our men and wounded fifty-seven. They fired | 
upon the boys for twenty-two minutes after they had given 
up and gone into theirtents. They fired rightthrough the 
tents—they could see no one—riddling them completely. 
And they discharged cannon several times loaded with 
canister, or rather with little plugs of iron punched out of 
boilers when they made them. We have kept account of 
upward of nine hundred Federal soldiers who have enlisted 
in the rebel service merely to avoid starvation. Generally 
for a day or two before they were enlisted they would be | 
deprived of everything to eat but a little soup. 

Question. What rations do the rebels furnish their own | 
soldiers ? 

Answer, They told me that they got a pound of flour 
anda haifa pound of bacon or other meat to aman. They 
were put on short ratious there, or ** lialf rations,’’ as they 
call it. 

Question. What else was furnished them? | 

Answer. Very little of anything clse thana little tobaeco; | 
at least that is what they told me. ‘They said they had to || 
have provisions sent them from bome, for they could not 
live on their rations there, 

Question. What became of the beeves, the heads, and 
tripes which you say were given the prisoners? 

Answer. Icannottell. Sometimes we would get a little 
of the beef, butveryseldom. Wegot very little beef in pro- 
portion to the heads and tripes. I had twelve men of my 


| own regiment who enlisted in the rebel service. 


Question. Did much sickness result from this diet? 

Answer. ‘I'he diarrhea was the prevalent sickness, caused 
principally by the water, [ think. The boys did not have 
what water they wanted. They had to goa quarter of a 


| mile to a little creek, twenty at a time, with a guard; but 


they did not getall they wanted. There was water in the 
yard, but so thick with mud that they could not drink it. 
The only well that had good water in it was closely guarded 
and kept for the hospital. The morning lL escaped there 
were seven thousand six hundred and three prisoners there. 
We never received any of the clothing or supplies of the 
Sanitary Commission, which we understood had been sent 
tous. Before our soldiers would be enlisted in the rebel 
service they would usually get nothing to eat for two or 
three days. Then ansoflicer would come in with a guard, 
and when the prisoners were collected around him, he would 
tell them that they would not be exchanged before the end | 
of the war; but if they would enlist in their service they | 
would have plenty of food and clothing, and be placed on 
garrison duty, and not be called upon to fight. I have seen | 
men brought up for that purpose who were so weak that || 
they could not walk without staggering. 


Question. Were any threats made as to what would be |} 


the consequences if they did not enlist? 
Answer. No,sir; there was no need of threats; the boys | 
knew they would die if they staid there. The rations kept {| 


a 


was useless. 


| clothes wore out they had to do without. 
| one half of them had more than a blouse and pair of pan- 
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457 


growing poorer and poorer all the time; God only knows 
what they are by this time, or how the poor fellows get 
along. 


Question. State more fully about your being deprived of 


| clothing, &c., when you were captured, 


“inswer. When we are first taken they generally take 
from usall our money, watches, and other valuables, When 
we were taken to Petersburg an officer came in with a 
guard where we were and took a great many of our rabber 


| and woolen blankets. The guard kept coming in and steal- 


ing our clothing, the men resisting, but of course resistance 
‘They took our shelter tents and overcoats 
from us while we were in Petersburg. When we get to 
Richmond and putin the Pemberton building, we were 
formed into line on each side of the building and made to 
take off our Knapsacks, haversacks, and canteens, and pile 
them up in the middle of the room, and then carried off by 
them. They said they were going to search us for money, 
and we were invited to give up what money we had vol- 
untarily, and told that if we did so we should have a re- 
eeipt for it, and it would be given back to us When we were 
exchanged. But we were told that if we did not do that, 
and any money was afterward found on us, it would be 
confiscated. Then they took us on to Salisbury, many of 
our boys having nothing but whatthey had on, When their 
When I lent not 


taloons, some nothing but a shirt and pantatoons, still oth- 
ers nothing but pantaloons and a piece of old cloth about 
their shoulders. Hundreds were bare-footed and without 
hats or caps; withoutclothing to keep them any way com- 
fortable. 

Question. Then they must have suffered much from 
the inclemency of the weather? 

Answer. Yes, sir. I understood that some of them froze 
to death. L have no doubt that many perished in that way. 
I have had men come to the bakery where I was, shiver 
ing and shaking with cold as if they bad the ague, and 
beg to be allowed to come in and warm themselves. ft 
would let a few in ata time, and then, after a short time, 
inake them go out and Jet others come in. When prison- 
ers died, they used to strip them of their clothing, which 
they would sometimes give to the most needy of the living. 
The dead were put in a dead-house, and then pitehed into 
a cart any way, justas many as it would hold, and, as [ 
understood, carried off and tumbled into a diteh and cov- 
ered up. This I was told by some of our men who were 
detailed as grave diggers, and given double rations for that 
duty. 

Question. You have no personal knowledge that any of 
the prisoners froze to death? 

Answer. No, sir; [saw none when they were freezing, 
but I was told so; and I have no doubtot it. The men 
would get very weak, and would crawl into these holes, 
and I have no doubt they froze to death there. One man 
was taken out from under the hospital who had been there 
so long that he had begun to decay, and was all covered 
with vermin. We supposed he had crawled under there 
to get out ef the cold, and there died. [was told by a rebel 


| doctor there, [ forget his name, that not one in ten of the 


men who died there would have died if they had had proper 
food and shelter. 

Question. From all that you have seen, are you satisfied 
in your own mind thatour soldiers have died there in con- 
sequence of not having proper food and clothing? 

Answer. I know so, as well as Lean know anything of 
thatnature. There was a snow-storm there, which changed 
to acold rain and lasted for two days, and the morning 
after I saw six men taken out of one hole, into which they 
had crawled and had there died. 

Question. How long were you in effecting your escape? 

Answer. We left on the 18th of December, and reached 
From there I went to 
Chattanooga, and was ordered by General Thomas to re- 
port here in Washington, and I came right on here. 


Question. You are here for the purpose of joining your 
regiment? 


Answer. Yes, sir; I want to join it immediately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion to recommit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to inquire 
whether the question before the Senate is or not 
on the motion of the Senator from Ohio to amend 
the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be the 
motion before the Senate if the motion to recom- 
mitfails, That is the pendingamendment, The 
motion to commit takes precedence of it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I should like to make one 
further inquiry: whether the amendment submit- 
ted by the Senator from Ohio is open to further 
amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is not the question now on 
the reference to the committee ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 

tion now before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then | take it that noamend- 
ment can be made and no other motion can be 
put until that is disposed of. 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not submit a motion, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I suggest to the Senator 
from Maine that the motion to recommit be mod- 
ified so as to send to the committee the resolution 
and all the amendments and proposed amend- 
ments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was the moe 
tion made. 


That is the ques- 
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Mr. HENDRICKS. Then I submit to the 
Presiding Officer whether that will not carry the 
proposed amendment of the Senator from Maine. 


Mr. MORRILL. My only object in making 


the inquiry is to see whether the amendment of 


the Senator from Ohio can be so shaped as that, 
in my judgment, it will obviate the necessity of a 
recommitment, and therefore, with a view of an 
understanding with him on that subject, I will say 
that I propose for his acceptance to strike out, in 
the twenty-eighth line of his proposed amend- 
ment, the words ‘and kind,’’ after the word 
**manner,’’ and to insert instead the words * in 
conformity to the laws of nations;’’ so that it wil 
read: 

And that the executive and military authorities of the 
United States are hereby directed to retaliate upon the pris 
oners of the enemy in such manner, in conformity to th 
Jaws of nations, as shall be eflective.in deterring him from 


the perpetration in future of crucil and barbarous treatment 
of our soldiers. 


THE 


Mr. WADE. If Lunderstand the amendment, | 


it does not vary the sense and efficacy of the ori- 
ginal proposition, and Ldo notsee that | have any 


objection to accepting that as a modification of 


my amendment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
will be so modifir d. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then, Mr. President, as I 
understand the case, I donot 
arecommitment; and I say this from an attentive 
observation of what hus passed in the Senate, 
both upon the amendments which are submitted 
and upon the general course of the argument. l 
do not propose at the present moment to make 
any further argument than will be necessary to 


see any occasion for | 


jusufy this statement. I think the Senate now | 


are all agreed, with perhaps a single exception, | 
upon all that is substantial in the amendment | 


submitted by the Senator from Ohio and the other 
proposed amendments. I shall atte mpt to verify 
and justify this statement by a reference to each 
of the resolutions that have been submitted to the 
Senate, 

The resolution now before us starts out with 
the assumption that the rebels have treated our 
prisoners with gross cruelty; that they have com- 


mitted excesses thatare not agreeable to the prin- 


ciples of civilized warfare; secondly, that in the 
judgment of Congress it has become justifiable and 
necessary to adopt measures of retaliation; and 


thirdly, and lastly, that the executive and military 


authorities shall adopt measures of retaliation in 
such manner, conformable to the principles of | 


public law, as shall be effective in correcting these 
abuses and excesses of the confederate authori- 
lies. ‘T'hose are the three propositions contained 
in the resolution as it now stands as proposed to 
be amended by the Senator from Ohio. I will 


| any man or set of men? 
| the principles of public law. 


the Senate that they are agreed upon one thing. 
We are all agreed without exception upon that. 
The honorable Senator from Maryland, (Mr. 
Jounson,] who, to some extent, in his argument, 
combats the idea of general barbarity, concedes 
that, as a general statement, the treatment of our 
prisoners by the rebels has been cruel and bar- 
barous in the extreme. We are then all agreed 
on the main question. 

Now as to the remedy. Each of these amend- 
ments proposes retaliation, with the exception of 
that to which I shall advert by and by, submit- 


ted by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, | 


[Mr. Sumner.] Each looks to retaliation as a 
remedy; each proposes it; and what is the limita- 
tion? The limitation is in their own phrase, 
each one proposing some method peculiar to him- 

if; but exch and every amendment looks to 
retaliation as the remedy for the conceded ill. 
Whatthen is the difference between us? Weall 
avree that the evil exists; we all agree that retali- 
ation is the remedy. What is the limitation of 
the Senator from Ohio? He says that it is the 
sense of Congress that the President shall retali- 
ate; thatit is his duty to retaliate. How? A 
great deal has been said about starving, cutting 
the ears of prisoners, &c.; a great deal has been 
said about the barbarities which have been in- 


flicted upon our soldiers, and that we are to do | 


the same thing **in kind;”’ but that phraseology 
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tion is permissible, then I shall have no occasion 
to make the argument I was about to submit to 
the Senate. If it is conceded that the facts of 
this case bring this statement within the condi- 
tions of the resolution of the honorable Senator 
from Ohio, then I have no argument to make upon 
that portion of the proposition. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator, I presume, did 
not hear the remarks which I made in explana- 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I had the misfortune not to 
be in the Chamber at the time. 

Mr.SUMNER. Ifthe Senator had been pres- 
ent, he might remember that | expressly cited au- 
thorities in regard to the law of retaliation and 
recognized it as a law, but insisted that it had itg 
limitations, that it was surrounded by barriers 
from which we cannot escape, and those barriers 
are those to which I refer in the first resolution, 
being the usages of civilized society and the rea- 
sonable prospect that the retaliation when em- 
ployed will have a practical result. 

Mr. MORRILL. I had not the pleasure of 
listening to the argument of the honorable Sena- 
tor, and therefore | was obliged to draw the de- 


| ductions which I thought could fairly be drawn 


| amendment. 


has been stricken from the amendment of the || 


Senator from Ohio, and it now stands that the 
sense of the American Congress is that the Pres- 


ident of the United States shall retaliate for these | 
barbarities to the end that these excesses may | 


come to an end. But how? According to his 
own whim or caprice, or the whim or caprice of 
No; but according to 
That is the limita- 
tion. 


Mr. COLLAMER. ‘International law’? would || 


} 


be better. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam willing to say ‘* inter- 
national law,’’ or ** the laws of nations.’’ 

Having established these first two propositions, 
in which we all agree, for no Senator has spoken 
on this floor who does not agree to them save and 
except only my honorable friend from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] the logic of the thing is 


| that we will retaliate according to the principles 


of civilized war. Iam of course under no neces- 


sity of arguing the question of the propriety of | 


retaliation, because on that we are all committed. 
If Lam right in this statement, I submit that the 


| whole discussion is concluded by the amendment 


repeat them: first, that the rebel authorities have | 


been guilty of gross outrages; second, that it is 


the judgment of Congress that measures of retali- | 


ation ought to be adopted; and, third, that the 


President of the United States shall adopt such | 


measures, consistent with the principles of public 
law, as shall be effectual in restraining these ex- 
~csses, 

From my observation of the course of the argu- 
ment, every Senator on this floor who has spoken 
on the subject, with a single exception, has af- 
firmed and reaffirmed each of these three distinct 
\ropositions. Let me take the amendments that 
oa been offered. 1 have in my hands, first, 


though | believe it was not first in order, that of | 


the honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Hen- 
person.] He affirms that the rebels have been 
ruilty of these outrages. He does not doubt it. 
Teese take that of the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr.Wixson.] He doesnot doubt 


it. 1 now take that of the honorable Senator from | 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Crark,] which affirms | 


the same thing; and last, but by no means least, 
because the honorable Senator gives a significance 
to it by what follows, that of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner.] I will read his 
language: 


That the treatment of our officers and soldiers in rebel | 


prisons is cruel, savage, and heart-rending beyond all pre 
cedent; that itis shocking to morals; that it is an offense 
against human nature itself; that it adds new guilt to the 
great crime of rebellion, and constitutes an example from 
which history will turn with sorrow and disgust. 


I need say no more, then, as to the first propo- 


sition, than, in the language of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, [Mr. Howe, ] to congratulate 


which the honorable Senator from Ohio has at | 


length adopted. Whatever may be said of the 
original proposition, by the amendment which he 
has adopted he has at length brought himself pre- 
cisely within the judgment of the Senate, within 
sentiments uttered by every Senator in debate, 
with a single exception, and in harmony with all 
resolutions that have been offered as amendments, 
with the exception of different phraseology; and 


| therefore, unless we intend to back out from the 





| 
i 


purpose of expressing to the President of the Uni- | 


ted States the judgment of the American Congress 
that measures of retaliation ought to be adopted, 
it strikes me there is no occasion for this recom- 
mitment, 

I desire to say a word in regard to the amend- 
ment proposed by the honorable Senator from 


| Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] who dissents, and 


his proposition is the only dissent from the gen- 
eral proposition contained in the resolution as pro- 
»osed to be amended by the Senator from Ohio. 
My only object in referring to the proposition of 
the Senator from Massachusetts is to show that it 
is an absolute unqualified dissent, and is a propo- 
sition against any measure of retaliation whatever. 

Mr. SUMNER, Read the first section. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘The first section of the Sen- 
ator’s resolution reads as follows: 


** Retaliation is harsh always, even in the simplest cases, 
and is permissible only”—— e 


Mr. SUMNER. Therefore it is permissible. 
Mr. MORRILL. 


** And is permissible only where, in the first place, it may 
reasonably be expected to effect its object, and where, in 


| the second place, it is consistent with the usages of civil- 
| ized society; and that, in the absence of these essential 





conditions, it is a useless barbarism, having no other end | 


th@: vengeance, which is forbidden alike to nations and to 
men.”? 


If my honorable friend concedes that retalia- 





from the statement of the case presented in his 
While it appeared to me that in the 
first resolution the honorable Senator concedes 
that under certain circumstances and certain limit- 
ations retaliation is the right of a nation at war, 
in the third resolution he negatives the idea of re- 
taliation in the present case. 

Mr. SUMNER. If the Senator will be good 


enough to read the introductory words of the third 


| resolution, he will see that itis expressly limited 


to this: that there can be no imitation of rebel 


| barbarism in the treatment of prisoners. The 


whole argument is founded on that; it stands on 
that; that is, that we cannot imitate what is bar- 
barous. There I stand. 


Mr. MORRILL. Then I should like to ask 


| the honorable Senator one question, and upon his 


answer will depend whether I have another word 
to say or not; as the question now stands on the 
amendment of the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
the retaliation proposed is to be in harmony with 
the principles of international law, and I ask him 
whether that is allowable? 

Mr. SUMNER. I have no doubt that retalia- 
tion according to the principles of international 
law is allowed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then, Mr. President, that is 
precisely our position now. We have arrived at 
that point precisely; and there [ am content to 
leave it. I do not combat, then, the proposition 
of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts. I 
understand that the argument contained in the 


| third section of his amendment was addressed to 
| the statement in the original resolution, that we 


| were to retaliate ‘in kind;’ 


’ we were to starve, 


'&c. That having failed, and the resolution now 


standing that whatever measures are adopted are 


| to be in harmony with the principles of public 


law, we are all agreed; even the honorable Sen- 


| ator from Massachusetts himself is agreed to what 





is proposed by the Senate now; first, that barbar- 
ities have been exercised by the enemy; second, 
that retaliation is proper; and, third, that the 
measure of it shall be that measure which is meted 
out by the principles of public law. I submit, 
therefore, that we are agreed upon the whole sub- 
ject, and that there is no occasion to recommit this 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on recommitting the resolution reported by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, together with the 
amendments and proposed amendments, to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WADE. It is perfectly evident from the 
argument that the Senator from Maine has made 
on this subject that the resolution cannot be put 
in a fourm less objectionable than itis now, and 
therefore I shall conclude that those who vote for 
the recommitment of this resolution are really 
against the principle of retaliation in any shape 
whatever. It will result in that, and the country 
may as well know it now as at any time. If 
gentlemen recommit this resolution, it is because 
they do not intend to retaliate. Thatisall that I 
wish to say. , 

Mr. CLARK. I cannot agree to the proposi- 
tion put by the Senator from Ohio. I am entirely 
in favor of retaliation, and 1 am now at present 
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opposed to the motion of the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts |Mr. Wirson] to recommit; but if after | 
attempting to amend the resolution we do not | 


come exactly to the proposition of the Senator 


from Ohio, | am not to be set down as against | 


retaliation. 1 shall vote against the motion to 
recommit now, and am willing to vote upon the 
amendments. If the Senate can bring these 
amendments into a satisfactory shape to the 
Senate and we can pass the resolution when so 
amended, I shall be content; but if by and by we 
find that we cannot get it in such a shape as we 
think we ought to have it in, | shall be at liberty 
to move to commit it without being set down as 
against retaliation. It is only to exclude such a 
conclusion that | make these remarks. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
ator from Ohio is justified, in the present condi- 
tion of the business before the Senate, in what he 
says. 
is to prepare the business of the Senate for the 
consideration of the body, and to bring it before 
the body in propershape. Itis very evident, not 
only from the debate, but from the various amtnd- 
ments that have been proposed, that the measure 


as it came from the committee was not in accord- | 
. . e . ° | 
ance with the sentiment ofany considerable portion 


of the body. An amendment has been proposed 
by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Henperson, | 
another by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
{Mr. Crark,] and amendments have been pro- 
— by other Senators. They are all before the 


ody now, in some shape or other, either formally | 


or informally; they oughtto be considered; but I 
submit to Senators we are not in a condition in 
full body to consider these propositions as they 
can be considered by the committee. Each prop- 
osition can be taken up in the committee, a small 
body, and its merits understood; and then, after 


ure can be brought before the body that will be 
unobjectionable. 

lam not willing to stop with a mere proposi- 
tion that there shall be retaliation according to 
the usages of war. I want to go further, and have 
a remedy that is adequate, complete; and I think 
that remedy is by an exchange of prisoners. | 
think it is proper for this body to express its de- 


sire that the Administration shall secure an early | 
exchange of prisoners. It is not enough to leave | 


them in the prisons of the South, even if they are 
fed in those prisons. The evidence the Senator 
from Ohio has brought before the body shows 
that many of the prisoners are sick. | submitto 
that Senator, is it possible, even if they are treated 
as well as prisoners can be, that they can be re- 
stored to health as certainly and as comfortably 
there asif they were brought to theirhomes? Let 
them be brought to their wives, to their mothers, 


to their sisters, to be nursed and restored to health, | 


That is what L desire to see; and I think that the 
committee, when they consider this whole sub- 
ject, will provide for an expression by the Senate, 
in proper terms, of its sentiment upon that ques- 
tion as well as upon the other. 

1 cannot see any objection to the reference. 
Why does the Senator say that that bringsabouta 
defeat of the measure? Does he say that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is against the measure ? 
Does he say that that committee will not respect 


what now appears to be the sentiment of the body? | 


He is not authorized in making that assumption. 
He must assume as a member of the body that 
one of the committees, highly respectable, will do 
its duty atan early day, and will bring this meas- 


ure before the Senate in such ashape as the com- | 


mittee believe will meet the sentiment of the body. 
It is our duty to so presume that the committee 
will do its duty, and doing its duty, having heard 
this full debate, having all these propositions be- 
fore it, | do believe that that committee can bring 
before us a proposition that will meet the almost 
unanimousapprovalofthe body. Believing that, 
I esteem it to be my duty to send the resolution 
back to the committee. Very little delay need 
result. It is avery common practice when the 


body differs in opinion upon a subject to send it | 


back for the further consideration of the commit- 
tee, and why notthis? Is thisanexception from 
all other matters of legislation before us? Let 
that committee consider it, and without delay 
and at an early day bring this measure again be- 
fore the body in the light of this discussion, and 
in the light of the numerous amendments that 


I do not think the Sen- | 


What is the business of acommittee? It | 











| vent them. 


have been proposed, in such a shape as will prob- 
ably meet with the approval of the entire body. 

Mr. HOWARD. 1 will thank the Chair to 
state the question that is before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
on recommitting the resolution, together with the 
amendments and proposed amendments, to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOWARD. t shall vote against the re- 
commitment of this subject to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, because, like my friend from 
Ohio, | shall deem such a result asa defeat of the 
measure entirely inthisbody. Rather thanincur 
such a disaster, for [should regard itas a disaster, 
I should much prefer to vote for the resolution as 


| amended by the amendment offered by the hon- 


orable Senator from Maine, and I shall vote for 


| that amendment if [ get an opportunity. 


Mr. COLLAMER. If I understand it aright, 
I believe the proposition of the Senator from 
Maine has been accepted by the Senator from 
Ohio as a part of his amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD. But it has not been adopted 
yet by the body. 

Mr. COLLAMER. But it will go with the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, he having 
inserted it in his amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. President, I say, rather 
than recommit the measure, | shall vote for that 
amendment; but I shall do it without much hope, 
I confess, of good results to flow from this retal- 
iation putin that form. I shall vote for it, hop- 
ing that something beneficial to our prisoners and 
our cause may result from it, although the hope 
is not very strong; and I will state why, if the 
Senate will allow me. 

The amendment recommends retaliation, and 
stops there. Now, sir, it is to be applied to a 


ing among our own prisoners in the hands of the 
enemy, or hereafter to exist there. We propose 
retaliation because we are satisfied 
wrongs are done to our prisoners in the hands of 
the rebels. We propose to remedy those wrongs, 
either to punish them, or, for the future, to pre- 
It is one of these two things which 
we aim at. 
It is denied, 
and possibly the Executive of the United States 
may join in the denial, that any cruelty whatever 
can be inflicted upon a prisoner of war. 
laws of war and the laws of nations it is the duty 
of the captors to treat their prisoners with kind- 


|| (certainly not —- against these barbarities, 


| 
| 


i| 


The question is || rity we have that he will exercise retaliation in 
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and if therefore you do not instruct him specitic- 
ally as to the kind of principles which we under- 
stand to be retaliation, I beg to know what secu- 


| any form, or inflict any punishment whatever for 


| certain state of facts, a state of facts now exist- | 
a consideration of all the propositions some meas- || 


that some | 


How are we going to reach this ob- | 
ject under this term ‘* retaliation?”’ 


ness and humanity, and to support them by rea- | 
sonable sustenance, not indulging in any luxu- | 


ries, but simply bounding their labors by the 


| convenience and comfort of the prisoners. That 


is the extent of the duty of the captors. Now 


we are told that we cannot inflict similar distresses | 
upon the rebel prisonegs in our hands because 


that would be barbarous; it would be, in the lan- 
guage of my friend from Massachusetts, an imi- 
tation of the barbarity of the rebels. 

What is there, then, to retaliate? If you can- 
not retaliate distress for distress, if you cannot 


shooting for shooting, if that has occurred, pray 
tell me what ground is there left for retaliation at 


| inflict hunger for hunger, and, if you please, | 
starvation for starvation, exposure for exposure, | 


all? ‘Thatis the point; and it would be the easiest | 


thing in the world forthe Executive of the United 
States, if he shall adopt the principles of my 
learned friend trom Massachusetts, to say to our 
prisoners in the hands of the rebels, ** The laws 
of war do not permit me to restrain by retaliation 
the cruelties which are inflicted upon you; you 


must submit, therefore, to the hard necessities | 


which you are under, to the cruelties inflicted 
upon you, because I cannot relieve you; | can- 
not retaliate, returning like for like; ale do, in 
short, nothing.’’? Suppose he puts this construc- 
tion upon your resolution, suppose he adopts the 
humanitarian and sentimental doctrine of my 
friend from Massachusetts and Professor Lieber, 
the result will be-that he can do nothing and will 
do nothing. 

Sir, | did propose to go further than this in the 
original resolution. The country has waited 
month after month with the utmost anxiety and 
impatience for the Executive todo, or attempt to 
do, something to prevent these barbarities and 
cruelties exercised upon our prisoners. He has 
done nothing. He has not lifted his hand. He 


has not raised the voice of remonstrance even || the President the power of retaliation. 


| we know not what he will do. 


the crimes that have been inflicted against our 
prisoners, or take one single step by way of pre- 
vention? Hemay adoptthe doctrine of Plato, for 
aught we know, and say that punishment is in- 
flicted not because a crime has been committed, 
but to prevent the commission of crime in the fu- 
ture. Non quia peccatum est, sed ne peccet. Bat 
We know, how- 
ever, that if he adopts the principles of Professor 


| Lieber and my friend from Massachusetts, he 
| will do absolutely nothing, and this whole dis- 


cussion will go for nothing, and your resolution 
will go for nothing. But still trusting that he will 
give a more sensible construction to the laws of 
nations and the laws of war, hoping at least that 
some good will come of this, | shall vote for the 
amendment as agreed upon by my friend from 
Ohio. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should like to inquire 
of the honorable Senator from Michigan before 
he takes his seat whether in his opinion, as the 
law now stands,the President is authorized to 
make retaliation ? 

Mr. HOWARD. I do not doubtitatall. I 


never entertained a doubt on that subject. The 


| President of the United States is Commander-in- 
| Chief of the Army of the United States, and as 


| not done so thus far. 


| make retaliation. 


such, in the absence of all restraining legislation 
of Congress, has authority to execute and carry 
into force the entire code of war. Wecan restrain 
him and regulate him if we see fit; but we have 
He therefore has the au- 
thority. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. For myself, sir, I have 
very serious doubts whether that authority is in 
the President unless Congress pass some law on 
the subject. In 1799, it seems, the Congress of 
that day supposed the President was not so au- 
thorized, and passed a law authorizing him to 
It seems also that in ]&813 the 
Congress of the United States supposed that the 
Executive had no power to make retaliation upon 


| British prisoners of war in our hands, and there- 
fore they enacted a law conferring that authority 


sy the || 


upon the President. 

I confess that before this debate began I was 
myself of the impression that beyond doubt the 
power of retaliation existed in the President in- 
dependent of any legislation; but when | came to 
look inté the Constitution, when I heard read the 
acts of 1799 and 1813, by which Congress assumed 
to confer that power upon the President, | had 
most serious doubts whether he does possess that 
power now without a law of Congress conferring 
that poweruponhim. The Constitution expressly 
gives to Congress the power to make the regula- 
tions necessary to govern the land and naval forces, 


in these words: , 


“ Congress shall have power to make rules for the gov- 
ernment and regulation of the land and naval forces.” 

In another provision it says: 

* Congress shall have power to define and punish pira- 
cles and felonies committed on the high seas, and offeuses 
against the law of nations.” 

The Constitution thus recognizes the law of 
nations as the existing law of the land, paramount 
even to the Constitution itself, and authorizes 
Congress to punish our citizens for the violation 
of the laws of nations. By the conferring of the 
express power upon Congress ** to make rules for 
the government and regulation of the land and 
naval forces’’ it seems to me the power is clearly 
given to Congress to pass laws to govern the land 
and naval forceseven in the treatment of the pris- 
oners of war who are in the hands of the Army 
and the Navy. 

I confess, sir, that my impression now is dif- 
ferent from what it was when this debate com- 
menced. My impression, independent of this dis- 
cussion and what I have heard here, was that the 
President, as Commander-in-Chief, was clothed 
with thatauthority; but when I came tolook into 
the statute of 1799, and then again into the statute 
of 1813, and into the Constitution itself, and even 
the Articles of War, which lie before me, 1 am 
rather of the opinion that Congress has a respon- 
sibility on this subject in order to confer upon 
in these 
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Articlesof War which I have in my hand there are 
certain regulations deciding what shall be done 
with prisoners of war, I will read some of them: 
* Prisoners of war will be disarmed and sent to the rear, 
and reported as s00n as practicable to headquarters,” &c. 
Then a return is to be made of them. 
“The private property of prisoners will be duly re- 


spected, and each shall be treated with the respect due to 
his rank.” 


Then they go on to provide that they shall 


'| continue that mode of retaliation until the object 


obey the necessary orders given and shall receive | 


for subsistence one ration each, without regard 


to rank, and the wounded are to be treated with | 


the same care as the wounded of the Army. 
“ Other allowances” — 


That is, independent of this one ration, and the 
treatment of the wounded— 
“will depend on conventions with the enemy.’ 

* Prisoners’ horses will be taken for the Army.”? 

* Exchange of prisoners and release of officers on parole 
depend on the orders of the Commander-in-Chief under 
the instructions of the Government.” 


These are a part of the regulations of war which 


are binding, as | understand, as a Jaw, upon the | 
Army and its officers. Now, in order that the Pres- 


ident should have power to treat these prisoners 
in any other manner than is provided by the rules 


and regulations of war, [am rather inclined to the || 


opinion, I repeat, that legislation may be neces- 
sary. I confess for myself that the language of 
the act of 1813, or the language of the act of 1799 
would be more in accordance with my judgment 
asto the best form of words to be used in an enact- 
ment on this subject. I think we should do by 
law as our fathers did in 1813: we should confer 
upon the President the authority, in case of any 
violation of the rules of civilized warfare upon 
our prisoners in the hands of the rebels, to make 
full and ample retaliation upon the prisoners that 
we hold in our hands. 

Mr. President, | believe that retaliation may be 
effective, and that it is in accordance with the 
highest principles of humanity. I will state a 
case that came to my knowledge through Cap- 
tain Grant, of the State of Wisconsin, who was 
captured near Petersburg,and as our armies were 
making advances into different portions of the 
confederacy was carried from place to place. In 
the course of his imprisonment believe he was 
in eleven different places of confinement. He 
finally made his escape when they were moving 
him a short time ago from Charleston to Colum- 
bia, in South Carolina, coming up through west- 
ern North Carolina, hiding, and being protected 
by the loyal refugees in the mountains there, and 
has but a few days since arrived here in Wash- 
ington, He informs me that when confined in 
Charleston, a part of the time with other prisoners, 
he was put under the fire of our guns by the rebels. 
They were under fire fora considerable time. Gen- 
eral Foster, in command ofour forces, put an equal 
number of rebel prisoners in his hands under fire, 
and then our men in Charleston were released 
from this condition. He says another thing: that 
when they were first placed in custody there in 
the city of Charleston they were placed in an 
open space without cover, exposed to the weather, 
and had very poor rations, and were furnished 
with no clothing except what was upon them, and 
that had become very poor.’ General Foster did 
in fact give notice, I think, to General Jones, in 
command of the rebel forces in South Carolina, 
that the treatment which he accorded to our pris- 
oners in his hands would be the measure of his 
(General Foster’s) treatment to prisoners in his 
hands; and as soon as this was known in the 
city of Charleston, Captain Grant informs me 
they were at once put into good quarters and 
were furnished with good clothing. So it had its 
effect. 

As a principle, therefore, within the rules of 
civilized warfare | am in favor of giving the au- 
thority to the President to make the retaliations 
which may be necessary to effect the purpose. 
3ut when it comes down to details in the exer- 
cise of the power, I might differ from some gen- 
uemen on this floor. I do not believe I would 
starve prisoners to death, or scalp them, or tor- 
ture them. I would prefer to resort to some other 
mode of retaliation, and to select, perhaps by lot, 
officers of the enemy, beginning with the highest 
in our hands, and give the enemy notice that on 
a given day, unless this cruelty was abandoned, 
a certain number should be shot to death, and 
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was effected; but never would I consent to the 
slow system of destroying life by starvation or 
by cruelty in any form. The details, however, 
are a matter of military discretion when the au- 
thority shall be given. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Permit me to ask the || 


Senator under what authority the retaliation prac- 
ticed by General Foster, of which he speaks, was 
adopted before Congress acted upon the subject. 
| If Congress has entire power over the question 
/and Congress has not directed retaliation to be 


take to say that he would retaliate in the way the 
Senator has stated ? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Tle took the responsibil- 
ity of doing it; that is all I can say on the sub- 
ject. I confess | had supposed that discretion 


| | have doubts on the subject after hearing this 
discussion, and seeing the laws which were passed 
by our fathers and our forefathers in 1813 and 
1799. 
Mr. HENDERSON. 





I can tell the Senator 


that the military commanders in the West have || 
. . . i} 
exercised the power since the beginning of the || 


war. It has never been doubted there. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
| the honorable member from Wisconsin the opin- 
| ion that I have no doubt that Congress can, under 
| the constitutional provision to which he has re- 


prisoners and the treatment of prisoners, and 


| that is what Congress did by the acts of 1799 | 


, and 1813; and looking to those acts alone, not 


having any other information on the subject than | 
those acts give, the inference which my friend | 


draws would be a legitimate one, that they were 
enacted under the impression that retaliation could 
not be resorted to except under the authority of 
Congress. Now, I suppose nothing to be clearer 


officer conducting the war, unless he is restrained 
by some paramount authority, to enforce it in 
proper cases, One of the modes of making the 
war efficient on his part is to retaliate on the pris- 
oners he may capture what may have been done 
toward his men who may have been captured by 
the enemy. 

Now, the honorable member refers to the arti- 
cles Congress has adopted as rules for the gov- 
ernment of the Army and Navy of the United 
States. 1am sure he will say that there are many 
provisions in those rules and regulations that are 
not at all necessary. One of the rules is that pris- 
oners when they are taken areto bedisarmed. I 
suppose that could be done without the authority 
of an act of Congress. Another is that they are 
to obey orders. Nobody can doubt that they 
would be compelled to obey orders, although 
there was no act of Congress on the subject. There 
is the same right to disarm prisoners after they 
are captured asthere is tocapture them. I donot 


to give theauthority tocapture them. The Army 
have the same authority to capture them, no 
greater authority than they have to carry on the 
war upon the battle-field and kill the enemy if 
they cannotcapturethem. Noregulation by Con- 
gress is necessary to give an officer authority to 
fight the foe and to kill him in fight, if killing 
should become necessary. 

The meaning of the clause referred to by the 
Senator from Wisconsin is that Congress may 
regulate the manner in which the Army shall be 
organized, how it shall conduct its general duties; 
but when once upon the field, the officer in com- 
mand may do anything and everything that is 
the duty of military officers, unless he is prohib- 
ited by a superior authority. General Washing- 
ton threatened retaliation, and to a certain extent 
retaliation was practiced during the war of the 
Revolution; but it was not necessary to give him 
thatauthority. General Jackson practiced retalia- 
tion during the war of 1812. Nobody supposed he 
had not the authority to retaliate; the only question 
was, whether he had not abused the power. It 
was not denied that he had the power to do what 
he did, provided the case was one to justify re- 
taliati@m to that extent. I have supposed that 
| power to be very clear, and on that ground I 

thought it was unnecessary to legislate on the sub- 
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. | 
I rise merely to express to 


ferred, legislate on the subject of the exchange of | 


than that the retaliation spoken of in the books | 
is a retaliation to be exercised when necessary, | 
| and that therefore it is a duty of the military 


suppose any legislation by Congress is necessary | 
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was in the commanders of our armies; but now | 
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ject, provided we had confidence in the President 
that he would perform hisduty. I think it is the 


| President’s duty, if he cannot protect our men 


| who have been captured except by retaliation 
on the men of the enemy who have been captured 
by us, to retaliate to the extent that the laws of 
nations authorize; and all that, 1 think, can be 
done by the President without any legislation. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Lam very glad that this 
debate has disclosed one fact, and that is, that 
many members of the Senate think there is some 
limit to the powers of the Executive. 1 had sup- 
posed, from the manner in which he has acted in 
_my State and in the State of Maryland, to say 

nothing of his actings elsewhere, that he supposed 

himself to be omnipotent. I am glad to learn to- 
| day that in the opinion of some of his warmest 
| friends there are limitations upon his power. 

I shall vote for this reference; but I do not 
know that I shall vote for any proposition that 
may come from the committee recognizing or coun- 
tenancing the principle of retaliation, for lam one 
of those who do not believe that the American 
people, either North or South, as a general thing 
are so cruel, so wicked, as willfully to treat bar- 
barously prisoners of war. I doubt not that there 
are individual cases of great oppression and great 
hardship. I doubt not that when those who have 
never been used to wielding authority become 
dressed up in a little brief authority they do on 
some occasions not only play fantastic but very 
cruel tricks; and I doubt not that there are Fed- 
eral prisoners who have suffered cruelty at the 
hands of some wicked, cruel southern officers; and 
I doubt not that there are confederate prisoners 
who, when they have fallen into the hands and 
into the charge of wicked and cruel northern offi- 
cers, have been treated barbarously also. I sus- 
pect that if the account was balanced, there would 
not be much difference. I, for one, do not be- 
lieve that people of the South or the people of 
the North, in the main, are such cruel wretches 
as that they would willfully treat prisoners of war 
with cruelty, and for that reason do not believe 
there is any necessity for passing any act or do- 
| ing anything giving authority to the President to 

retaliate, or recognizing the principle of retaliation. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I rise to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to offer an amend- 
ment that it may go to the committee, provided the 
resolution and amendments heretofore offered 
shall be recommitted. 1 will read it: 

And be it further resolved, That the President is directed 
to take such proper measures as may be necessary to ob- 
tain the earliest exchange of prisoners at all times during 
the continuance of the war. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposition 
will be received informally, to go with the other 
proposed amendments if the resolution shall be 
recommitted. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WADE. Let us have the yeas and nays 
on that motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor from lowa to withdraw his motion, so that I 
a offera motion that when the Senate adjourns 

to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ihave no objection to that 
motion being received unanimously, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It cannot be re- 
ceived except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. 1 object. 

Mr. WADE. It cannot be received at all now. 
Let us have the question. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I care nothing about it 
myself. Lonly want toaccommodate my friends. 

he VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 

call the roll on the motion to adjourn, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
fore the result was announced, 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to ask one ques- 
tion: whether the Senator who made this motion 
desires to speak on this subject? 

Mr. HARLAN. I expected to address the 
Senate for a short time; but | can go on to-night 


| 


I move that the Senate do 





Be- 


| if such be the pleasure of the Senate. 


Mr. SUMNER. I hope the delay proposed 
will be granted. 

Mr.COLLAMER. I think the usual courtesy 
ought to be extended to the Senator from Iowa, if 
he desires time. 1 change my vote to the affirm- 
ative. 
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Mr. Pomeroy and Mr. Spracve also changed 
their votes from the negative to the affirmative. 
Mr. WADE. If the Senator from lowa wishes 





| 
| 


te address the Senate on this subject, I will net | 


persist in opposing am adjournment. 
my vote to the aflirmative. 

‘Messrs. Anruony, Crarkx, Farweii, Lane 
of Indiana, Nesmiru, Sauispury, and WILsoN 
also changed their votes from the negative to the 
affirmative. 


Mr. POMEROY. Before the result is an- 


nounced, | ask unanimous consent to be allowed 


I change | 


to move that when the Senate adjourns to-day | 


it be to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. WADE and Mr. CLARK. 
be done. 
The vote on the motion to adjourn was an- 
nounced—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Carlile, Clark, Collamer, | 


Cowan, Doolittle, Farwell, Foster, Harlan, Harris, Hen- || of Claims,” &c., passed July 4, 1864; which was | 


derson, Hendricks, Jonson, Lane of Indiana, Nesmith, 
Poweroy, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Wade, 
Wiliey, Wilson, aud Wright—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Chandler, Conness, Davis, 


Dixon, Foot, [icks, Howard, Morgan, Morrill, Powell, 
Ramsey, Riddle, ‘Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Van Winkle, and | 


Witkinson—17. 


ABSENT — Messrs. Brown, Grimes, Hale, Harding, | 


Howe, Lane of Kansas, McDougall, and Richardson—s, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 


adjourned, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, January 27, 1865, 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannina. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PRIVATE BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. By an order of the House, 


this day has been set apart for the consideration | 


exclusively of private business. The committees 
will be calied for reports of private bills. 


HULL AND COZZENS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Hull & Cozzens, 
aud John Naylor & Co.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, ‘and, to- 
gether with the accompanying report, ordered to 
Be printed. 

SELMAR SEIBERT. 

Mr. HALE also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a joint resolution to refer the claim of Sel- 
mar Seibert back to the Court of Claims; which 
was read a firstand second time, ordered to be en- 
grossed and read athird time, and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. LIALE moved that the vote by which the 
resolution was passed be reconsidered, and also 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. | 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BENJAMIN ROACII. 


Mr. HALE also, from the same committee, in- 
troduced a joint resolution for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Roach; which was read a first and second 
time, referred toa Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


MORRIS J. WORTHEIMER. 
Mr. HALE also, from the same committee, to 


whom were referred the memorial of Morris J. | 


Wortheimer, asking remuneration for losses sus- 
tained by robbery in October, 1863, by the rebels 
at the time of Shelby’s raid, reported adversely 
thereon, and asked that the memorial be laid on 
the table; which was agreed to. 


GEORGE ASHLEY, ADMINISTRATOR, ETC. 


Mr. HALE also, from the same committee, | 
reported a joint resolution to refer the claim of | 


George Ashley, administrator de bonis non of 
Samuel Holgate, deceased, back to the Court of 


‘Claims; which was read a first and second time, 


ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE moved that the vote by which the 
resolution was passed be reconsidered, and also 
oat that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


That cannot | 


Prayer | 











DANFORD MOTT. 
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Mr. HALE also, from the same committee, | 


reported a joint resolution to refer the claim of 
Danford Mott to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and being en- 


grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, | 


and passed. 
Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed, and also 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


JURISDICTION OF TILE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. HALE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill supplementary to the act entitled 
‘© An act to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court 


read a first and second time. 


Mr. HALE. 1 desire to have this bill consid- 
ered now. ; 


The bill provides that the provisions of the act 


passed July 4, 1864, entitled **An act to restrict 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and to 
provide for the payment of certain demands for 
quartermaster’s stores and subsistence supplies 
furnished the Army of the United States,’’ be ex- 
tended so as to embrace all claims of teamsters, 
laborers, and for hauling supplies to the Army on 


| the same terms and restrictions as are contained 


in the bill to which this is a supplement. 
Mr. STEVENS. Do | understand that this is 


| further to restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of 


Claims? 


Mr. HALE. No, sir. We passed a bill last 


| session allowing the quartermaster to settle cer- 


\| 


tain claims for supplies furnished for the Army. | 


This bill proposes to allow the quartermaster to 


settle the claims of teamsters and laborers. It 


| enlarges the jurisdiction of the quartermaster. 


Mr. STEVENS. Well, | think that is right. 
The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 


cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


CHARLES A. PITCHER. 


Mr. HALE also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that it do 
pass, bill of the Senate No. 338, for the relief of 
Charles A. Pitcher. 

Mr. HALE. 1 ask that the bill be considered 
now. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and requires 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to Charles A. Pitcher the sum of $5,000 for 
damages sustained by reason of an infringement 
of his patent in machinery for making brooms, 
and the use of the same in the penitentiaries of 
the United States. 

Mr. WILSON. That bill makes an appropri- 


ation, and must have its first consideration inCom- || back from the Committee on Commerce Senate 
I object to its consideration | 


mittee ofthe Whole. 
in the House now. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL BROWNING. 
Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia, from the 


Committee of Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Samuel Browning, of Memphis, Tennes- 


=? 


see; which was read a first and second time, re- || 


ferred toa Committee of the Whole House, and, 


with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 


FREDERICK SHERIDAN. 
Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia, also, from 


| 
; 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
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time, referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported thax they hadexamined and found 
truly enrolled an act (H.R. No. 659) making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post Office De- 
partment during the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1866; when the Speaker signed the same. 


CAPTAIN GARDIN CHAPIN, 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back, with the recommendation that it 
do not pass, bill of the Senate No. 107, for the 
relief of Captain Gardin Chapin, seventh United 
States infantry, for private property lost and de- 
stroyed in the evacuation of Arizona by the Uni- 
ted States troops. 

The bill, with the accompanying papers, was 
laid on the table. 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL JOIN L. GARDINER. 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the same committee, 

' made an adverse report on the petition of Lieu- 

tenant Colonel John L. Gardiner, for compensa- 

tion for services in the Mexican war; which was 
laid on the table. 


C. DUVAL. 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of C. Du- 
val, praying compensation for the occupation of 
his house by the military authorities; which was 
laid on the table. 


J. T. DANIEL. 


Mr. HOLMAN also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of J. T. 
Daniel, asking compensation for supplies taken 
from his farm for the use of United States volun- 
teers; which was laid on the table. 


ISRAEL DEMING, 


Ht wi ) | Mr. HOLMAN also, from the same committee, 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- || made an adverse report on the petition of Israel 


' Deming, praying for reimbursement for losses 
sustained by congressional legislation in regard 
to the currency; which was laid on the table. 

P. CHAMBERLAIN, 


| 


|| Mr. HOLMAN asked and obtained leave to 


have withdrawn from the files of the House, for 
reference to the Committee of Claims, the peti- 


|, tions of P. Chamberlain, and of another. 


JOUN A, STEVENS’S REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back with an amendment in the 
| nature of a substitute, House bill No. 626, for 
the relief of the widow and heirs of John A, 
Stevens, deceased, of Springfield, Missouri; which 


|| was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


| 


| House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to 
be printed. 


COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 
Mr. ELIOT, by unanimous congent, reported 


' 
bill No. 310, for the promotion of commerce and 
the improvement of navigation, and asked that 
the bill be printed and recommitted, and that a 
minority report be also received and printed. 

It was so ordered, 


PORT OF PHILADELPHIA. 


| Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported back, with an 
| amendment in the nature of a substitute, a bill 
| to enlarge the portof entry and delivery for the 
| district of Philadelphia. 
| Mr. J. C. ALLEN. That is not a private 
| bill. I object to its being reported now. 
| Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. This bill 


should have been reported some days ago, when 


the same committee, reported a bill for the relief || the Committee on Commerce was called; but 


of Frederick Sheridan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred toa Committee of the Whole 


House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


J. J. LINTS. 
Mr. BROWN, of: West Virginia, also, from 


|| Me. J. C. ALLEN. 


| 


the same committee, reported a bill for the relief | 


of J. J. Lints; which was read a first and second 


| through some inadvertence it was not reported, 
|| L hope the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw 


his objection. ; 
What action does the 
| gentleman propose to have taken with this bill? 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I propose 
to have it considered and passed now. 
Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The bill requires unanimous 
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consent to be reported this day, it being a public 
bill. 


WASHINGTON GAS-LIGIIT COMPANY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York, from the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, reported back, 
with a recommendation that it do pass, Senate 
bill No. 363, to amend thecharter of the Washing- 
ton Gas-Light Company. 

The bill was read. [It repeals so much of the 
ects of June 25, 1860, and July 11, 1862, as relate 
to the price of gas furnished by the Washington 
Gas-Light Company, and amends the act incor- 
porating the Washington Gas-Light Company so 
as to prohibit the said company from receiving, 
on and after the Ist of December, 1864, for the 
benefit of its stockholders, a greater price for gas 
than forty cents per hundred cubic feet, subject 
to a discount of ten per cent. on all bills for gas 
furnished to the General Government, and of five 
per cent. on all bills for gas furnished to other 
consumers, if paid at the office of the company 
within seven days after the rendition thereof. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Llinois. Is thata pri- 
vate bill? 

The SPEAKER. 
of the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope it will 
not be passed on now. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the gentleman from 
Iilinois will allow the bill to pass. Lam sure that 
if he investigated the facts, he would not object. 
The stock of the company has been reduced, as 
1 understand, from above par to twenty-three per 
cent.; and the company is losing from five to six 


It is, according to the usage 


thousand dollars a month, and will be compelled, | 


inevitably, to close up its business unless this bill 
be passed. | know of some gentlemen who have 
invested their savings for years in the stock of 
this company, and who will lose theirinvestment 
if the bill be not passed. I donot think thatthis 
Is an overgrown, plethoric corporation, or one 
that should be regarded with any vindictive feel- 
ing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I desire to have 
the bill put upon its passage; and after submit- 
ting a few remarks, I Will move the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Illinois. TI hope the 
gentleman will not insist upon the call tor the 
previous question, 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. 1 withdraw the 
call for the previous question, and yield to the 
gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. DAWES addressed the Chair. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] 
for one moment, while | examine the provisions 

of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Lthink, Mr. Speaker, that if 
my friend from Illinois would examine the merits 
of this case he would withdraw his objection to 
this bill. Tam sure that at the last session 1 was 


I vield to | 


quite as much prejudiced against this measure as 
the gentleman appears to be; and itis only after | 


some patient, and I believe thorough and impar- 
tial, examination of the merits of the case, that | 
have come to the conclusion that we did injustice 
to this company last year by refusing to pass this 
orasimilar bill. I believe thatany one who will 
fuirly investigate the matter will be convinced that 
the present charter of this company limits the 
price of gas below the rate at which it is possible 
for them at this time to manufacture and distribute 
iu about this city. I do think that this company 
are not now asking anything unreasonable in 


seeking legislation that will allow them to charge | 


a remunerative price for the gas which they man- 
ufacture, 

I do not know anything about the provisions 
of this bill in detail. I assume that the purpose 
of the bill is simply to remove the restriction now 
contained in the charter of this company upon 
the price of gas. Now, sir, 1 do not think it 


reasonable to make a discrimination against this | 
company, and compel them to manufacture gas | 


ata rate below that for which it can be manu- 
factured elsewhere. I cannot understand why 


this company should not be permitted to raise the | 


price of the article, when gll the materials used 
in its manufacture have greatly advanced in cost. 


Ido notsee any justice in legislation which would | 


prevent an advance in price proportionate to the 
increased cost of manufacture. 


| 
i 





It is certainly proper that we should retain our 
control over this company, so that they may not 
be allowed to raise the price of gas beyond a rate 
which would give a fairly remunerative compen- 
sation to the stockholders. Butto keep the lim- 
itation of price at the same point at which it was 
fixed before the war must obviously be to every 
candid mind manifestly unjust. There is no 
article of consumption in this country that has not 
risen in price since the war began. The price of 
many things has doubled, and the price of some 

| has trebled or quadrupled. I do not understand 
why we should refuse to this company permis- 
sion to raise the price of the gas which they fur- 

| nish, in proportion to the cost of everything else. 

If there should be, in the details of the bill, 
anything objectionable, I will cheerfully cooperate 


with my friend from Illinois in strictly guarding | 


the riglits of the public. But unless he can spe- 
cify some objectionable feature, he should not, 1 
submit, oppose this bill, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 


the argument made by my friend from Massa- 


chusetts Mr. Dawes] in favor of this bill would, | 


in its legitimate application, reach far beyond this 
case. If we confmence on this system we may 
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atients to their “ lang hame,” takés good care that he ts 
‘weel paid” for his prescriptions. Death is made to say; 


“ That’s just a swatch 0’ Hornbook’s way; 
‘Thus goes he on from day to day; 
Thus does he poison, kill, an? slay, 
An’s weel paid for’t; 
Yet stops me 0? my Jawfu’ prey 
Wi? his d—d dirt.” 


Now, we object, in the first place, to taking poison, but 
if compelled to swallow the dose, we enter our solemn 
protest against paying two prices to any individual or cor- 
poration that has the power to force down our throats the 
fatal prescription. . 

This company has a perfect monopoly of gas in this city, 
and manages to prevent the introduction of other gas by an 
organized opposition to the chartering of any other com- 
pany on just and equitable principles. We are, therefore, 
compelled to use whatever it thinks proper to furnish, or 
go withoutlight. In other cities such things would not ex. 
ist a single day. Why cannot Washington be relieved from 
the oppression as well as if it were located further north? 
It remains for Congress to decide. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to 


| add the following proviso to the bill, and on that 


amendment demanded the previous question: 


Provided, That the provisions of this bill shall not be 
extended beyond the Ist day of Jaly, 1866. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York, I hope that the 


} amendment will be voted dows. : 


as well go through and raise ourownsalariesand |} 


those of all the officers of the Government. That 


is What the argument amounts to, 


Now, sir, if this bill is to be passed, I propose || 


to offer some amendments, in which I have no 
doubt the House will concur. 

Mr. DAWES. 
Illinois a question: does he desire to oompel this 
company to manufacture gas for less than its 
cost? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not 
know that l have any particular desire about it 
one way or the other. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ought to have. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. This com- 
pany can stop making gas at any time they please, 
and we can fall back on kerosene, thus encourag- 
ing the great petroleum interest of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
deal cheaper than they can. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. And not 
quite so good either, bad as this may be. 

Now, sir, | do not understand from the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] or the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Davis,] that, 
before the recent rise inthe materials for the man- 
ufacture of gas, this company was not a paying 
institution; and I trust that if’ this bili be passed 
at all, it will be passed with the limitation which 
we have placed on all such bills, that at a given 
| time hereafter the company shall go back to its 
| present status, 
| Clerk to read from the Washington Chronicle 
of to-day a communication which represents the 
feelings of the people of the city of Washington, 
who are paying for this gas. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. f do not think 
that we should have read here against this bill an 
anonymous communication from an irresponsible 
source, * 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The House 
| can take it for what itis worth. lask the Clerk 
to read it as part of my speech. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


MORE BAD GAS. 

To the Editor of the Chronicle: 
| Forseveral days the miserable stuff palmed off on this city 

and the Government by the Washington Gas-Light Com- 
pany, Which they eall* gas,”? has been of such a noxious 
character as will most certainly produce a pestilence un- 
less the evil be speedily remedied. Some of our citizens 
were obliged, vn Sunday evening, to vacate their rocans on 
* lighting up,” and resort to Kerosene and candles for light. 
Inthe city post office, where they are obliged to burn more 
or less gas day and night, the stench was indeed most hor- 
rible. 

Had this been the first time this nuisance has been in- 
flicted upon us, we would have taken the apology of the 
company, and its published promises to do better in future, 
as sufficient, and remained silent; but these promises have 
been broken time and again, and now that point has been 
reached “ where forbearance ceases to be a virtue,” and 
When duty as public journalists and a proper regard for the 
health of the people of this metropolis require us to speak 
out. 

The company is now asking authority from Chngress to 
increase the price of gas about fifty per cent. Thisreminds 





the sftnza of Burns, in his famous lyric of “ Death and 
Dr. Hornbook,”? where “ Death”? is lamenting that his 
power to kill had been usurped by the doctor, who, al- 
| though he dispenses such nostrums as result in sending his 


I desire to ask my friend from | 


I submit to my friend that he | 


But in the mean time | ask the | 


us of the story of the * Frenchman and the poker,” and of 





We can make gas a great || 





Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The amend- 
ment allows the operauon of the bill to the Ist 


| day of July, 1866, one year and a half, and by 


that time we hope that the cost of materials will 


| go down so that the company can go on as for- 


merly. 

Mr. KERNAN. I wish to puta question. If 
the amendment is adopted will net the company 
be entirely unrestricted as to the price of gas after 
the Ist of July, 1866? 

Mr. WASHBDURNE, of Illinois. I propose 
to offer another amendment to cure that objec- 


| lion, 





Mr. WILSON. I see that this bill refers back 
to the month of December last. Now, is it in- 
tended that we shall pay this additional price 


| from December last, or only from the passage of 
| this act? 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. 
January have all been paid. 

Mr. WILSON. Then that part of the bill 
ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I now demand 
the previous question on the bill and amendments 

‘The previous question was seconded. 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman from 
New York, having reported the bill, was entitled 


The bills up to 


| to the floor to close the debate. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the 


| bill which is now presented before the House is 


entitled to the fair, candid, and just consideration 
of members. It is not, as alleged by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Wasuburne,] a monop- 
oly that we desire to benefit; it is sumply to do 
an act of justice, as this body with the Senate is 
the legislature for the District of Columbia, and 
to which all interests here must appeal for aid 
and protection. 

In the year 1860, before the war broke out, by 
the laws of Congress the gas company, for furnish- 
ing gas to the city and the District, was author- 
ized to charge $3 50 per thousand feet. That was 
when coal was five dollars a ton, when labor was 
one dollar aday, and when all the materials which 
went toward the production of gas were far lower 
in price than they are to-day. They have ad- 
vanced since 1860 nearly three hundred per cent. 
In 1861 Congress reduced the price of gas some- 
what. We find that coal has been advancing, 
labor has been advancing, and that iron and lime 
and everything consumed by this company have 
been advancing in price, so that the compensa- 
tion which this company is entitled to receive, 
under the laws of the United States, for gas fur- 
nished to the Government and citizens of this 
District, will not pay the cost of production. 
And this is without reference to taxes, the capi- 
tal invested, and the salaries paid to those engaged 
in the management of the corporation. 

I beg leave to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that in 1862 coal was selling in this 
city to this company at $8 50 per ton, and to-day 
it costs $16 50 per ton at the yard of the com- 
pany. Labor, too, has gone up to twenty shillings 
per day. Iron has gone up from one and a half 
cent per pound to four cents per pound, and so 
on with reference toall the other materials which 
enter into the production of gas. The advance 
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upon coal aloye is $8 50 per ton, or one hundred 
per cent. P 

Mr. Speaker, in every city of this Union where 
the charters limitthe price of gas, the price has been 
advanced one hundred per cent. since 1860. If I 
may be allowed I will refer to the prices now 
charged by some of the gas companies in various 
pacts of the United States, and compare them 
with the price charged here. And I beg leave to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that 
there is scarcely a city where coal costs so much 
as it does here. In the city of Portland, Maine, 
the price of gas has been raised to $5 15 = 
thousand feet, although in 1862 it was four dol- 
lars, which is the price now asked to be granted 
to this company. In the city of Portland coal 
costs six dollars or more less than it does in the 
city of Washington. The price of gas in Port- 
land, as I stated, was $5 15 a thousand feet. In 


the city of Syracuse, which is the place of my | 


residence, gas was sold in 1862, according to the 
authority of the corporation, at three dollars per | 
thousand, and that price has been increased from 
time to time since until the company now receive 
$4 50 per thousand without any discount except 
five per cent. when paid within five days after the 
billsarerendered. And yetinSyracuse coal costs 
eleven dollars per ton, and labor costs ten shil- 
lings per day. 

1 might go on to enumerate a large number of 
other companies that have increased their charges 
for gas between 1863 and the present time; but | 
will detain the House with the reading of only 
two or three letters upon this subject. I ask the 
Clerk to read first a letter from the Burlington, 
Iowa, Gas-Light Company. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Orrice Gas-Licut CoMPany, 
Buruinetron, lowa, November 21, 1864. 


Dear Sir: Yours of 7th instant, inquiring about price 
of gas, cost of coal, &c., is received. 
Our present price is $4 50 per thousand feet, an advance 


of fiity cents upon former price. Noturtheradvanuce is con- | 


templated at present. No discount for any cause. 

Coal costs us $6 50 at gas works, but is of inferior qual- 
ity, making only from two thirds to three fourths as much 
gas as Youghiogheny coal. 

Respectfully yours, R. SPENCER, 

Secretary Burlington Gas-Light Company. 
J. F. Brown, Esq., Secretary. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I now ask the 
Clerk to read a letter from the Cumberland Gas- 


Light Company, located in the midst of a coal 
region. 


The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


OrFice oF THE CUMBERLAND Gas-Licut Company, 
CUMBERLAND, MARYLAND, November 18, 1864. 

Dear Sir: Your favor of the 7th instant is at hand. 

Our charge for gas has uniformly been four dollars per 
thousand feet, without any discount for prompt payment. 
We have not contemplated as yet any inerease in price, 
although the cost of coal and other items of expense are 
much enhanced. We propose, atleast, to add to the above 
price the United States tax. 

Yours respectfully, 


JOSEPH SHRIVER, Secretary. 
J. F. Brown, Secretary. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I have also a let- 


ter from the Manhattan Gas-Light Company, of 
New York. 


The letter was read, as follows: 








Orrice or Tne Mannatrran Gas-Liant Company, 
Irvine PLace, coRNER East Firreentu STrReer, | 
New York, November 11, 1804. 
Dear Sir: Your esteemed favor of the 7th is received. 


Our position is precisely as it was when I saw you in || 


Washington last winter. We get $2 50 per thousand feet | 
for gas sold. We expect prompt payment and make no | 
discounts. We charge meter rent. Our charter allows us | 
to charge meter rent, but fixes the price of gas. All gas 
companies, by law, may charge meter rent in this State, 
but some companies have bound themselves in their con 
tracts witli the local authorities notto make sucha charge. 
We intend to make application to the Legislature in Jan- 
uary next for the removal of the restriction as to price. If 
successful, the price will be in accordance with the cost, 
and that cost no man can now foresee. But we are doing 


an unprofitable business now. 
CHARLES ROOME. 


| 
Truly yours, 


J. F. Brown, Esq., 
Secretary Washington Gas-Light Company. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. That is a letter 
from the president of a company whose charge 
for gas is limited by its charter. That company 
is allowed to charge only $2 50 per thousand feet, 
and they are now before the Legislature of New 
York for relief. They have been suffering from 
the enhanced price of labor, and have done an 
unprofitable business, and yet they had a vast 
accumulation of coal on hand, so that they were 





able for two years to supply themselves with 


coal at a moderate price. But [ desire to call the || 


attention of the House to the fact that in the city | 
of Philadelphia, where there is the same limitation 
upon the gas companies, and where they were not 
supplied with a stock of coal on hand, the loss of 
the company in a single year, was upward of | 
eighty-four thousand dollars. I ask the clerk to 
read a letter from the Philadelphia Gas Works 
Company. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Orrice OF THE PuiLapeLPHta Gas Works, 
November 28, 1864. 

Dear Sir: Yours of the 7th instant is received, and con 
tents noted. I would state in reply that the works in this 
city were formerly private corporations; were purchased 
by the city; and are now managed by a trust—and as we 
supply the citizens at cost, after setting aside a small per 
centage as a sinking (und for payments of loans—the price 
charged by us would be no criterion for you. 

We charged last year $2 25 per thousand feet, less one 
ninth for payment within five days, subject to the Uni 
} ted States tax, and sunk about eighty thousand dollars on 
the years’ business. On the Ist of January, 1864, the price 
was advanced to $2 50 pet tmousand feet, less five per 
cent., subject to the tax, and fearing that that price was 
not sufficient, a further advance was made September Ist 
to three dollars per thousand feet, less five per cent., and 
subject to the tux; and we have serious doubts whether 
that is sufficient to meet the expenses of the works. 

Hoping this may be satisfactory, | remain yours, very 
respectiully, HOMAS 8. STEWART, 

Chief Engineer. 
Per THOMAS R. BROWN, 
Chief Clerk of Works. 
J.F. Brown, Secretary of Washington Gas-Light Company. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I beg the House 
to bear in mind one established fact connected 
with this question, to which | willadvert in reply 
to an allegation contained inan anonymous com- 
munication presented to the House this morning. 
The location of Washington compels it to depend 
for its supply of coal principally upon the rail- 





land and eastern Virginia and upon the canal. 
Those roads and the canal have been broken up 
| by the events of the war, and the gas company 
has been unable to obtain supplies of coal trom 
the sources to which they usually look. It has 
been unable to obtaina supply in New York, Phil- 
adelphia, or other places, for the reason that coal 
was not there to be sold at any price. And from 
that fact has grown the complaint contained in 
| thatanonymous communication; because the com- 
able for gas purposes, were compelled to take a 
cargo of inferior and coarser coal, though they 
had to pay for it an exorbitant price. 

1 do not wish toconsume the time of the House 
| inreading unnecessary communications upon this 
subject, though I have before me letters from com- 
| panies inalmostall parts of the country, in which 
they say, with one accord, that the companies 
have been compelled, by reason of the enhanced 
cost of material, to raise the price of gasabout one 
hundred per cent. 


pany of its operations for the last six months. 
The statement was read, as follows: 


WASHINGTON GAS WORKS. 
Six Months?’ Statemenf, ending December 31, 1864. 
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From g28 Old. .cceecceeeeceeeees  Q157,075 06 
From coke sold : 19,070 00 
| From tar sold (not yet paid for)... 4.654 90 
| Calte GO DARE décccccceveccctsaiee '2,000:00 


—_— 


181,809 96 


9,962 5. 





Loss.,.. C0 C0 aS decd ecreesescoeccccee 
| To which should be added a five percent. divi- 
dend which the stockholders should have re- 


GTO inde caaneaahoon d6ecsecddccceccces 


eee 


25.000 00 


a4 OLD 
£34,962 53 





Making a total loss of...........6.. 








B. H. BARTOL, President. 
Cash capital paid in, $500,000. 


No dividends have been paid for eighteen months. 
No cash dividend has ever been paid exceeding five per 
cent. for six months’ earnings. 
No stock or scrip dividends have ever been made. 
Present debts of the Company exceed $49,000. 
B. H. BARTOL, President. 


pany, being unable to obtain at the time coal suit- | 


| road which enters the District from western Mary- | 


l desire now to submit tothe House astatement | 
made by the President of this Washington com- | 


| 
it 


LOBE. 
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City of Philadelphia, ss: 
B. H. Bartol, being duly sworn according to law, saith 
that he is President ot the Washington Gas Works, and that 
the within statement is correct and true in every partica- 
lar. B. H. BARTOL. 
Sworn and subscribed before me this 10th day of January, 
A. D. 1865. JOUN WHITE, A@ldérmen. 
Mr. DAVIS, of New York. That expresses 
the condition of the company. They have been 
losing money for the last two years, and they have 
been furnishing gas under these enhanced prices 
of materials to the Governmentand tothe citizens; 


and the question now is whether we, as the legis- 
| lators of the District, are willing to be to them the 


ministers of injustice, compelling them to abandon 
the works they have constructed, or else to fur- 
nish gas to the Government and the people of 
Washington at a great loss. 

Mr. UPSON. I would ask the gentleman 
whether dividends have not been privately paid 
by the company. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Nota dollar. 

Mr. UPSON. I understand such is the case. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. 1 deny it, and on 
the authority of gentlemen who have no interest 
to make a misstatement to this House. This 
company has been charged with bad faith on the 
floor of this House. Such charges have been 
made unjustly, and for the purpose, 1 have no 


| doubt, of inciting prejudice against this company. 


Sir, | know of no corporation in this District 
whose affairs have been managed with greater 
ability and honesty than the affairs of this gas 
company which has been assailed. We alone 


can turnish them with the relief necessary for their 


protection: and shall we listen to these imputa- 


| tions of bad faith, which are made without founda- 


tion and for the purpose of depriving them of 
justice at the hands of the American Congress? 
{ hope, sir, that we shall not witness such a scene 
as that upon this floor, 

1 have been surprised, I must say, that all 
measures of legislation affecting the District of 
Columbia, no matter how excellent or just they 
may have been, have been assailed by members 
upon this floor from motives which | cannot un- 
derstand, and especially by the gentleman from 
Illinois, (Mr. Wasnspurne;] but | have been less 
surprised at the attacks of that gentleman upon 
everything within this District since I have found 
everything without the District attacked in the 
same way. Sir, we are here to do justice and not 
wrong. We are here to protect rights and inter- 


| ests, and as this company can look to no other 
| source for protection, | appeal to the members of 
| this House to lay aside these unfounded preju- 
| dices that have been instilled into their minds, 


and to give them that justice which their circum- 
stances demand. 

Mr. PATTERSON addressed the Chair. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Idecline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question hav- 
inyy been seconded, no further debate is in order. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Is it in order to move te 
reconsider the vote by which the previous ques- 
tion was seconded? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. PATTERSON. ‘Then | make that mo- 
tion. I merely wish to say a word or two. 

‘The question was taken, and the motion to re- 
consider was not agreed to. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question was ordered, and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question being upon the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded the 
yeas and nays and called for-tellers onthe yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Davis, of 
New York, and Wasuaurne, of Illinois, were 
appointed. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 21, noes 69. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negutive—yeas 36, nays 103, not voting 43; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. Arnold, Ashley, Augustug C, Baldwin, 
Baxter, Beaman, Boutwell, Cobb, Cole, Cravens, Donnelly, 
Eckley, Farnsworth, Frank, Harding, Holman, Hotehkise, 
Ingersoll, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, McBride, 
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Samuel F. Miller, Daniel Morris, Norton, Odell, Orth, 
Patterson, Perham, James 5. Kollins, Stoan, Spalding, 
Thomas, Tracy, Upson, Van Vaikenburgh, Wadsworth, 
aod Blibu Bb, Washburne—%. 


NAY S8--Mesars. James C. Allen, Alley, Ames, Ancona, 
Anderson, Baily, John D. Baidwin, Biair, Bliss, Blow, 
Boyd, Broomall, James 8. Brown, William G. Brown, 
Chanter, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Clay, Cox, 


Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, 
Daweon, Deming, Denison, Dixon, Driggs, Eden, Edgerton, 
Eldridge, Eliot, Finck, Ganson, Garfield, Gooch, Grider, 
Griswold, Charles M, Uarris, Herrick, Higby, Hooper, 
Asahel W. Hubbard, Join H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Philip 
Jobneon, William Jolinson, Julian, Kalbfleisch, Kelley, 
Kernan, King, Knox, Law, Lazear, Le Blond, Loan, 


Long, Longyear, Mallory, Marvin, McClurg, McDowell, | 
William H. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, James R. Morris, 


Morrison, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Noble, Charles O'Neill, 
Jobn O'Neill, Pendleton, Prayn, William fH. Randall, Alex- 
ander 1, Rice, Robinson, Rogers, Edward U. Rollins, Ross, 
Bhannon, Smith, Smithers, Starr, John B. Steele, Wil- 
liain G, Steele, Stevens, Stiles, Stuart, Sweat, Thayer, 
William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, Jo 
sep W. White, Williams, Wilson, Windom, Winfield, 
Fernendo Wood, and Weodbridge—103. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. William J. Allen, Allison, 
Biaine, Brandegee, Brooks, Coffroth, Dumont, English, 
Grinnell, Hale, Hall, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, ul 
burd, Hutchins, Kasson, Knapp, Litthejolin, Marey, McAl 
lister, MeIndoe, McKinney, Middleton, Amos Myers, 
Perry, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, 
John HH. Riee, Schenck, Scofield, Scott, Strouse, Town 
wend, Voorhees, Ward, Chilton A. White, Wilder, Benja- 
min Wood, Worthington, and Yeaman—43. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 


_ THE C 
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| was an act (S. No. 395) for the relief of Edmund 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed an act (H. R. No. 709) to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1865, with an amend- 


ment,in which he was directed to ask the con- 


currence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had passed an act to 
amend an act entitled ** An act to incorporate the 
inhabitants of the city of Washington,’ passed 
May 15, 1820, approved May 5, 1864; in which 


he was directed to ask the concurrence of the | 


| House. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it || 


was aceordingly read the third time. 

Mr. STEVENS moved the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the bill was passed. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York, moved to recon- | 


sider the vote by which the bill was passed, and 


also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on | 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSITION TO ADJOURN OVER. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
privileged motion. 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday. 


Mr. ASHLEY. | ask the gentleman to allow 
me one moment, * 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. For what 
purpose? 

Mr. ASHLEY. I want tomakea proposition 
that the House meet to-morrow for general de- 
bate. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


I rise toa 


If it be de- 


I move that when the House | 


sired that there shall be a session to-morrow for | 


debate, with the understanding that no business 
shall be done, | withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
suggests that to-morrow be set apart for debate 
on the pending constitutional amendment only, 
and that no business shall be transacted. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I hope not. 


number of young members here who have pre- 


I object. 


pared speeches,and who desire an opportunity to | 


deliver them, 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. 
that case, | withdraw the objection. 
Mr. KALBFLEISCH. 
propose that debate shall be closed to-morrow? 


Mr. ASHLEY. Oh no. 


No further objection was made, and it was 
ordered accordingly. 


Well, in 


BUSINESS ON SPEAKER’S TABLE. 
Mr. HALE. 


hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. HALE. Then | move to proceed to the 
consideration of private business on the Speak- 
er’s table; so that the bills to which there shall 
be objection shall be referred, and that those to 
which there shall be no objection may be put upon 
their passage. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I suggest 
that the proper motion would be to proceed to 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. On Fridays and Saturdays 
the motion to proceed to private business on the 
Speaker’s table takes precedence of the other 
motion, 

_ The question was taken on Mr. Hare’s mo- 
tion, and it was agreed to. 


Mr. Speaker, has the morning 


There are a | 


Does the gentleman | 





MARY SCALES ACCARDI. 


The first private bill on the Speaker’s table | 


was the bill (H. R. No. 394) for the relief of 
Mary Scales Accardi; the question being on the 
following amendment of the Senate: 

Strike out the words *‘ with the date of the 


decease of her husband,’ and insert ** July 1, | 


1862;’’ so that it will read: 


| 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 


1 
| 


| 
i| 
1 


| 


Place the name of Mary Scales Accardi, the widow of 


Salvador Accardi, upon the roll of widows of invalid pen- 
sioners, and that she be paid a pension, at the rate of six 
dollars per month, commencing with July 1, 1862. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


METROPOLITAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next private bill on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (H. R. No. 622) to amend an act en- 
titled an act to incorporate the Metropolitan Rail- 
road Company, in the District of Columbia, ap- 
proved July 1, 1864; the question being on the 
Senate amendment to strike out **ten’’ and in- 
sert **thirty;’’ so that it will read ‘* that the line 
from Seventeenth street to the Capitol shall be 
completed, equipped, and running, within thirty 
days from the passage of this act.”’ 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 


POTOMAC FERRY RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next private bill on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (H. R. No. 186) to incorporate the 
Baltimore and Washington Depot and Potomac 
Railroad Company, with amendments by the 


| Senate. 


Mr. WHEELER. I move that the Senate 
amendments be referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ISAAC R. DILLER. 


The next private bill on the Speaker’s table 
was an act (H. R. No. 94) for the relief of Isaac 
R. Diller; the question being on the amendments 
of the Senate reducing the appropriation from 
$3,655 55 to $3,000. 

‘The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendments were concurred 


| in, and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 


sider on the table. © 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
REUBEN CLOUGH. 
The next private bill on the Speaker’s table was 
an act (LH. R. No. 316) for the relief of Reuben 


Clough; the question being on an amendment by 
the Senate. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the amendment 
be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REBECCA 8. HARRISON. 


The next private bill on the Speaker’s table was 


an act (S. No. 347) for the relief of Rebecca S. 
Harrison. 


The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ALEXANDER J. ATOCHA. 


The next private bill on the Speaker’s table was 
an act (S. No. 281) for the relief of Alexander J. 


Atocha. 
The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


EDMUND 8. ZEVELEY. 
The next private bill on the Speaker's table 


|| S. Zeveley. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, | 


The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

SPENCER AND IIUBBARD. 


The next private bill on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 136) for the relief of A. T 
Spencer and Gurdon 8. Hubbard. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


HENRY A. BRIGHAM. 


The next private bill on the Speaker’s table 
was the bill (S. No. 212) for the relief of Henry 
A. Brigham. 

The bill was read a first and second time. It 
provides that the Secretary of the Treasury be 


directed to pay to Henry A. Brigham $2,000, 


being the amount of his check drawn in favor of 
the Assistant Treasurer of the United States at 
New York, on the 7th of November,. 1862. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a pointof order. 

The SPEAKER. This is an appropriation 
bill, and if any member objects, must be consid- 
ered first in the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to its consideration 
now, and move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I should like to explain 
the circumstances connected with this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not now before 
the House, it having been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hotman.] The gentleman can 


| make his statement by unanimous consent. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The reference of the bill is 
simply inaccordance with the usual practice. The 
apne proposed to be appropriated is considera- 

e. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Iam surethat the House 
weuld not hesitate to pass the bill if the circum- 
stances were fully understood. But I will not 
debate the measure now, if the gentleman from 
Indiana desires that it shall be examined by the 
Committee of Claims. 


JOHN HASTINGS. 


The next private bill on the Speaker’s table was 
the bill (S. No. 274) for the relief of John Hast- 
ings, collector of the port of Pittsburg. 

The bill was read a first and second time. It 
provides that the Secretary of the Treasury be 
authorized and directed, in adjusting the accounts 
of John Hastings, as collector of the customs at 
the port of Pittsburg, to give him credit for 
$9,956 62, the amount of the public money of 
which he was robbed on the 10th of March, 1854, 
while acting in the aforesaid capacity. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


I object to 
that. 


MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. DRIGGS. I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table Senate amendments 
to a joint resolution (H. R. No. 99) ‘‘ reserving 
mineral lands from the operation of all acts passed 
at the present session granting lands or extending 
the time of formergrants.”’ I desire that the House 
shall concur in the amendments, which are unim- 
portant, ; 

Mr. HALE. Will the matter give rise to de- 
bate? ; 

Mr. DRIGGS. No, sir. 

There was no objection; and the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the amendments 
of the Senate; which were read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “ present session” and insert “ first 
session of the Thirty-Eighth Congress,” and add to the 
resolution * unless otherwise specially provided in the act 
or Bones making the grant;’’ so as to make the resolution 
re : 

“That no act passed at the first session of the Thirty~ 
Eighth Congress granting lands to States or corporations 
to aid in the construction of roads, and for other purposes, 
or to extend the time of grants heretofore made, shall be so 
construed as to embrace mineral lands, which in all cases 
shall be and are reserved exclusively to the United States, 
unless otherwise specially provided in the actor acts mak- 
ing the grant.” 

Strike out in the title the words ‘‘ present session” and 
insert “‘ first session of the Thirty-Eighth Congress.” | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 hope the 


gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Drices] will ex- 
plain this matter. 
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